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INTRODUCTION

-" Because of the dramatic increases in nonmedical drug use in the 1960's,
literally hundreds of surveys have been conducted to gain perspective on
its extent and nature. The results of these surveys have been.of consid-
erable interest to policymakers, researchers, and the public. Some of the
survey results have been published in professional journals. Others have
been released independently as technical reports. Still others, not
published at all, have been circulated 6 ly in groups of interested persons.
This compendium brings together statistic from recent surveys of groups
and the general population.

A number of surveys have been conducted i \limited populations, mainly
in schools and colleges. In 1971', the first nationwide survey of the general
population was conducted for the National Commissibn on Marihuana and Drug
Abuse; a second-one was conducted in late 1972. (Be ore 1971, several
nationwide survey were conducted by polling organiza but information.
available from them is scanty; see Berg and Broecker 19'2.) Thus,,the base
of information from surveys is now considerably expanded ,er that of the
earlier compilations (Berg 8970; Berg'and Broecker 1972). \Efforts to
measure the extent and nature. of nonmedical drug use nationade. are being
continued by the National 1nstitUte on DrUg Abuse.

Although the earlier compilations depended primarily on surveys of
limited populations (e.g., students in schools and colleges), they were
valuable then as the only data sources for portrayal of the national pic-
ture. 'Limited surveys continue to be of interest since they focus on
special patterns of nonmedical drug use not ascertainable in nationwide .

sample. surveys.

To the extent that t!-4 is a compilation of quantitative information
abstracted from:recent studies; it us a ,continuation of the earlier work
(Berg 1970; Berg and Broecker 1972). However, this compendium-also examines
methodological questiong essential for interpreting and using the findings,
and it summarizes major patterns and trends revealed by the surveys.

-DEVELOPING THE COMPENDIUM

N. first step in developing the compendium was the collection from all
available sources of any published or unpublished reports of recent studies
that contain statisticsan the extent of nonmedical drug use. The surveys
found were of four general types:

1. Nationwide surveys,
2. Surveys of high school populations,
3.: Surveys of college and university populations, and
4. Surveys of other kinds of populations.

"Recent" was defined as having been published or becoming available in 1971
or later.- Because of the time lag between manuscript preparationa
appearance of published articles, some of the surveys reported-Vire actually
conducted before 1971.

-1-



The second step was the extraction and compilation of statistics on

the extent of use from each report collected. For each report to be

included in the compendium, statistics were compiled in a standard format

as an abstract. The abstract was labeled with an item number to facilitate '

text referencing, and a full bibliographic reference.was given for identi-

fying the original report.

Each abstract highlights the quantitative information in the report,

and describes as concisely as possible the context (the purpose, setting,

and methods of the survey). The population surveyed, the geographic region

and community (type and size) and the data collection technique are-de-

scribed if the information.was available or could be inferred. Either the

number of respondents or the sample size are given. In many cases a sample,

in the statistical sense, was not involved. (This point is discussed more

fully in the methodology section below.)

Abstracts are grouped by the four types of surveys in appehdices A, B,

C, and D. Also included are appendices E and F--a master list of the

bibliographic citations for the 98 abstracted reports and an index of

individual authors with the item numbers of their papers or reports. Since

most surveys on nonmedical drug use have information on the use of other

kindsof substances and on social and demographic characteristics of

respondents, an index of other measured variables is included as appendix*G.

As a commentary on the populations of interest, the surveys of high

school populations make up the largest subset of abstracted items. Appar-

ently the interest in assessing the extent of drug abuse has centered'on

students in the :junior and senior high schools. Next in order have been

various student populations in colleges and universities. Less has been

done in surveying the extent of drug abuse among populations other than

those. Because of the imbalance among types of surveys,/Some high school

and college surveys were omitted, but all of the eligible nationwide surveys

and those of non-student populations were included.

A PREVIEW OF SURVEY TERMINOLOGY

"Percentage of respondents," a phrase used almost uniformly throughout _

the abstracts, should be interpreted literally. It means the percentage of

those who responded to the questionnaire or other survey instrument. There

were a few cases in which the abstracter performed a minor amount of calcula-

tion in order to present the data as percentages of respondents. When this

was done, it was indicated on the abstract that the cited data "... have

been inferred." "Notes" on each abstract contain information needed to

place the quantitative information in the context of the survey.

The degree to which percentages-- of-respondents in the surveys reported

reflect_unbiased.---anise estimates of the corresponding percentages in

the target population is generally not known. The degree dependa on the

extent to which the sample or the set of respondents truly represents the

target population. (Aspects of this problem are dealt with in the section

-2-
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on methodology.) Strictly literal-interpretations limit the quantitative
conclusions which can beadrawn. However, these conclusions are based on
the best and latest available information on the' extent of drug abuse in
the United Stites.

'The precise terminology used by the authors of the reports, but not
necessarily the order of presentation, is retained in the abstracts.
Generally, the order is as follows:

Marihuana and hashish
Hallucinogens, psychedelics, etc.
Amphetamines, stimulants, etc.
Barbiturates, depressants, etc.
Opiates, narcotics
Inhalants, etc.

Authors often defined generic terms to indicate what they included, but
those definitions varied slightly fiam one report,to another; for example,
sometimes-"hallucinogens" included LSD, sometimes not. Other authors did
not clearly indicate what a given term was intended to include. Occasionally
the. same drugs were found classified,or grouped in different ways. The
abstracted studies covered about 60 different drug names.

The measure that the authors used most frequently in the abstracted
surveys was "ever used." 'Regrettably, it is the_least meaningful measure
because it embraces the entire spectrum of users--from those who tried a
drug only once to those who use the drug several times a day. The ways in
which the time element was introduced also varied widely. Some examples
are: "during the past year," "in the current school year," "within the-
previous 6 months," "during the last 3 months," and "in the past 7 days."

In 'addition to the abqve inconsistencies, terms were used differently
in different studies: the term regular use was dctfingtd,in one study as
"daily use"; in another, as "more than once,a week," in still others as
"twice'a.month to twice a week" or "at least six times a month." Other terms
either defined explicitly or left to the subjective judgment of the respond-
ent were "frequent," "occasional," "often," "extreme," "casual," "heavy,"
and "habitual."

_.----------------.---
Although the phenomenon of nonmedical drug use does-not-fit-fEe disease

model in all respects,*this areag_research-iten referred to-as
epidemiology. It_is_surprising, therefore, that the traditional concepts of
_revalence-da incidence have not been used very often.

SUMMARY AND INTERPRETATION OF FINDINGS

The surveys abstracted dealt with a wide range of nonmedical drugs and
employed a considerable variety of measures of the extent of use. The
surveys were conducted in a variety of different ways on different populations
in widely separated parts of the country in different years, and the
statistics were subject to biases and unknoWn amounts of random error.

-3-



Thus, for a number of reasons, the results from individual surveys

cannot easily,be combined. Nevertheles,, tentative conclusions can be

drawn about the extent and nature of use. Since differences'have not been

tested for significance, all conclusions are based on visual inspection of

the order and magnitude of differences.

Comparisons within a single survey are more likely to be reliable than

those between different surveys because some of the extraneous factors tend

to be constant within a survey. The strongest conclusions are based on

comparisons within individual surveys. Less credible are those conclusions

supported y the results of two or more independent surveys.

Comparisons by Geographic Region

The data from five of eight nationwide surveys made possible comparisons

by geographic regions classified as West, Northeast, North Central, and

South. Those data are in table 1. For marijuana in 1971 and 1972, the

percentages for adult and youth respondents who "ever used" were generally

highest in the West and lowest in the South. However, both 1971 and 1972

percentages for adults and youth in the Northeast and North Central did

not appear to be significantly different. For LSD use by adults and youth

in 1972, the figures appeared in decreasing order for the West, North Cen-

tral, Northeast, and South but were almost equal for the Northeast and

South. For cocaine use by adults in 1972, the decreasing order was the same

as that for LSD, but data for youth indicated little if any difference by

region. The percentages for heroiit use in 1972 and 1971 were so small, for

both adults and youth, that the regional differences could not be taken

seriously; in fact, the sampling error was as large or larger than any

differences.

Drug use data by region were available from the. survey conducted in

selected'high schools (item 28). The weighted averages (computed ad_hoc-by

the present authors) in table 2 cannot be offered_as-truly-felSiiiiiiative

data for the regions since_the-schools-Were selected purposively, not

sampled_randomly:--Hoing the senior high schools were eight possible cam-

The percentages were highest for the West Coast schoolS in five-

comparisons; the East Coast in two; and the Midwest in one. Among the

junior high schools, the West Coast percentages were higher than those of

the East Coast schools in all comparisons.

There was no basis for concluding from these comparisons that regional

differences may be diminishing, as some have speculated. Nationwide data

to be reported later in 1974 will provide up-to-date estimates of recent

changes in regional patterns.

Comparisons by Age and Grade in School

eomparisons of use by age, within given surveys, showed a fairly con-

sistent pattern: the percentages, for those who ever used drugs were higher

in later adolescence and young adulthood. The percentages increased with
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fairly regular increments from age 12 to that period and then decreased to
very small percentages after age 50. There was one major exception
(volatile substances) and many minor fluctuations, but the general pattern
was plain.

Broader influences on age differences from sinee-time surveys must be
'made cautiously. When the use dimension under consideration is "ever used,"
it would be logical to expect that, with all-other conditions remaining
the same, higher use rates would occur at successively older ages (i.e.,
cumulative percentages for each individual's use). Social and historical
forces change this logical expectation, however. Even though all age groups
were exposed to the same phenomenon in recent years, older age groups were
not exposed at the same age as modern adolescents haim been. The observed
age differences'in percentage who ever used undoubtedly reflect real
differences in predisposition or vulnerability. It.will be of interest to
observe the peak of "ever used" percentages in the'future tosee whether
it remains the same.

The nationwide differences in use by-age groups are shown in items 1,
2, and 3. Where figurei were available on the entire age range'(from 12 to
50 and older), the peak of the percentages was in the 18-21 or'I8-25 ages;
the next most prominent peak was in the 16-17's for cocaine use and the
26-34's for LSD use. The low figures for'heroin use made age comparisons
outside the predominant.18-25 group difficult. Figures from statewide
studies (items 74, 75, 76, and 98) suggest that the group of adolescents
under 18 years (14 to 17 years) may also be sigaificant, at least during
the years in which those surveys_were conducted (1972 and 1973)_.---

For the adolescents, j ercentages-by grade in the numerous school sur-
veys are good;indicataii of differences by age. Table 2 shows that the

--usage rates-in junior high schools are generally lower than the corresponding
rates in hfgh schools. for marijuana, LSD, Methedrine and amphetimines; but
the contrast is less clear for barbiturates, cocaine and heroin.- For
inhalants,the pattern is clearly reversed--usage rates are higher in the
junior high schools than in the high schools.

Observation of 25 of the school surveys showed that use of most drugs
(except inhalants) increased with grade level (typically, gradea 7-12).
For inhalants, there was a tendency for-use to, peak in*grade 9 (about age
15) and then to taper off somewhat. The pattern increases by age for the
other drugs appeared most pronounced for marijuana and somewhat less
noticeable for hallucinogens, amphetamines, barbiturates, and narcotics.

The patterns did not hold in all drug/grade categories. In a few cases,
usage appeared to fall off slightly at the grade 12 level. The majority of
the evidence, however, indicathd an increasing trend by grade level for all
drugs except inhalants. For the latter, the usage peak at grade 9 was sup-
ported by several surveys.
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Table 1

Regional Variations.in Percentages of Respondents

Who Have Ever Used the Indicated Drugs

Respondents
by Regions

Type of Drug Used

Marijuana LSD Cocaine Heron

Adults, 1972 (Item 1)
West 33 10.0 5.5 1.6

Northeast 14 2.3 2.0 , 1.6

North Central 15 6.0 4.6 1.2

South 8 1.9 1.4 0.9
4 c

Adults, 1971 (Item 3)
West 21

Northeast 20

North Central 19

South 5

Youth, 1972 (Item 2)
West 23.5 8.7 1.7 0;4

Northeast 15.3 3.8 1.6 0.3

North Central 13.1 4.4 1.5 0.0

South 7.0 3.8 1.4 . -- 1.4

Youth, 1971 (Item 3/Item 5)
West 26/23

Northeast 16/20

North Central 13/13

South 7/11
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Table 2

Regional Variations in Weighted Averages of
Percentages of Respondents Who Have Ever Tried the Indicated

Drugs (Item 28)

High Schools
Marijuana LSD 'Methedrine Amphetamines

West Coast 42.9 14.7 13.3 21.0
East Coast 39.1 9.7 9.3 16.8
Midwest 37.6 10.9 12.5 14.6
Southeast 24.8 9.3 9.2 11.5

Junior High Schools
West Coast 34.7 10.7 8.8 19.7
East Coast 12.6 4.4 3.5 6.7

Barbiturates Cocaine Heroin Inhalants

High Schools
West Coast 21.1 8.6 5.6 9.6
East Coast 19.2 8.2 6.0 10.8
Midwest 17.0 9.2 5.1 10.5
SoUtheast 12.5 8.6 6.1 9.5

Junior High Schools
West Coast 22.9 9.0 5.0 15.5
East Coast 7.4 5.1 3.8 11.9

-7-
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Comparisons by Sex

There were 30 surveys in which males' drug use could be compared with

that of females. The most common occurrence was for males' use to exceed

, that of females." The exceptions were for amphetamines, barbiturates,

"speed," and sedatives or trannilizers, where females' use exceeded males'

(items 9, 14, 15, 16, 17, 31; and'50). Interestingly, in a study not

abstracted Fere, females-show up. in larger numbers than males among adults

using the ethical sedatives, stimulants, and tranquilizers. for therapeutic,

rather than nonmedical purposes (Parry at al. 1971). In the younger

, groups; nonmedical use by males appeared to be only slightly higher than

that bY females, and even those slight differences are probably not

statitically significant. It is possible at the junior high level-for as

many girls as boys to have been experimenting with the illegal-drugs:

Comparisons by Sociodemographic Characteristics

Other characteristics of interest in comparisons of extent of drug use

were socioeconomic status, racial or ethnic origin, and typeof community,.

Scattered quantitative information on these characteristics appeared in $

'....numberof the surveys covered.

Information relating drug use to socioeconomic status or income was

found in six surveys (items 43,.44, 46, 49, 74, and 75). The geheral-im-

pression was that drug use increases with the degree of affluenceof the

espondents. In..three surveys, the data indicated that the extent of use

of marijuana and other nonopiates peaks somewhat below the top of the socio-

economic scale, however that scale is defined.

kace.or ethnic origin was-examined in at least ten of the surveys

covered (items 1, 3, 12, 31, 43, 74, 76, 79, 90, and 98). If differences

'existed, ,they were not clear from these data. -Among adults in the 1972

nationwide survey data, nonwhites more often than whites reported that they

had used marijuana, cocaine, or heroin; whereas whites more often reported .

having used LSD. This tendency was not borne out in Texas high schools

(item 43), where Anglo students exceeded both black and Mexican-American

'students in marijuana use, and in North Carolina, where use by white students

,,exceeded that by black students in every category (item 12). Nor was the

tendency borne out in two other surveys (items 31 and 98) where black

respondents exceeded whites in all drug categories. More blacks than whites

reported use of opiates and volatile substances in four of six reports where

- such comparisons were possible. It seems ()Wow that more exploration of

. racial or ethnic differences must be made before a clear pattern is

discerdible.

Differences in community type were reporte in several ways. Refer-

ences, were made to metropolitan versus nonmetro olitan areas, to large

versus medium versus small cities or ural area , or to urban versus.

-iiburban or rural areas. In most studies and f r most, drugs, the usage

iigures were highest in the metropolitan or yr an areas, lower in medium

-8-



or small cities and suburban areas, and lowest in rur-. areas. In one
study, however, marijuana, LSD, and methamphetamine usages were highest
in suburban areas'and next highest in urban areas.

Other characteristics examined in various studies were religion, occupa-
tion, employment status, educational level, and marital status. Among the
surveys covered, not enough evidence was available to attempt conclusions
about differences shown by these characteristics. Special analyses of these
data and of others to be collected are needed to cast light on such relation-
ships_if they exist.

Comparisons over Time

In a discussion of the extent of drug use or abuse, the question of
greatest interest and-practical importance often is whether it is increasing,
decreasing, or remaining about the same. Reliable answers enable planners
of prevention, rehabilitation, and education programs to commit resources
efficiently. Unreliable answers can either scare parents, educators, and
others unnecessarily or lull them into complacency.

Three types of surveys of drug use lend themselves to interpretation
of time effects:

1. Those that measure characteristics of the same individuals over
time, sometimes referred to as panel studies or follow-up
studies;

2. -Those that measure trends aver time in the same types of groups,
such as studies of grades 7-12,auto workers, or any group
assumed to remain about the same in characteristics from one
year to the next; and

3. Those that measure trends over time in thesame defined popu-
lation, such as adolesceats aged 12 to 17 in the United States.

In all three types, the initial survey may be conducted on a sample
of individuals. In the panel study, the same individuals are contacted in
successive years; in the second and third types, successive samples (usually)
of different individuals are taken. The tread studies of groups or popula-
tions are easier to maintain than panel studies, which always encounter the
problems of sample attrition. Trend studies must esure that sampling and
the conditions of administration are consistent from one time to the next
and that the groups themselves have not changed in ways that might affect
the characteristic under study.

A number of surveys included in this compendiuRejent themselves to
interpretation about changes in nonmedical drug usgli recent years. They
were those in which the measuring instrument (e.g.ir, questionnaire or
interview schedule) remained standard, and the individuals, groups, or
'populations were the same throughout. Unfortunately, none of the surveys

-9--
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provided figures more recent than -1972. Included, however, were the nation --

wide sample surveys of the general population og the United States, which

were more comprehensive than the available school or college surveys. The

only"panal studies 2cr exaMina_nion were conducted with studeu populations

and among r.hoce, figures later than 1971 have not heeh reported.

- Trend data on current or regular :.se is not available in the pertinent

surveys.' Data for those having "ever used" are much more common, but they

leave many questions unanswered.

One trend iG evidenced by comparison of marijuana figures from two

nationwide studies" (items 1, 2,_and 3) of adults and youth:

Percebsa2es of U.S. Population Who Ever Used Narijuann, 1971 and 1972

1971 1972

Youth 12-17 14 13.4

Adults - 18 years 15 14.7

According to these figures, the extent of marijuana use appears to. have

stabilized for both age groups. Examination of subgroup figures in the

abstracts also showed no discernible differences between those years.

Results of -a nationwide panel study of college students at 48 colleges

and universities illustrated the pitfalls of depending on such "ever used"

figures for accurate estimates of changes (item 6). The "ever used" figures

showed large, consistent increases in every category of drugs between 1969-

1970 and"1970-1971. One would not expect any decreases in a panel study,

of course, because the data represent cumulative use by individuals. At

another level of use, "during the academic year," increases occurred but

not in all categories of drugs: arnarcotic"cough syrups and "special

substances" did not increase, (2) increases for recent use of marijuana and-

hashish were pronounced, (3) increases for other drug categories were

smaller, and (4) all increases in use during the ensuing year were smaller

than those in the "ever used" figures. This is good evidence that some

portion of the increase in the "ever used" figures was due to experimental

or onz-time use.

The figures reflecting changes in "regular" use among the students in

the nationwide panel study were even more revealing. The percentages using

regulatly, except for marijuana and hashish, were less than 3 percent, and

the increases, where they occurred, involved less than 1 percent of the

respondents. Five categories of drugs showed the same or lower rates 'the

second year: opium, heroin, other narcotics,' narcotic cough syrups, and

special substances. For marijuana and hashish, however, all levels of

use, "any use in one's lifetime," "during the past year," and "regular

use," Increased rather heavily among college students between those two

years.

-10-
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The question arises as to whether the nationwide- figures indicating
stabilization of marijuana use in 1972, and the student panel data indica-

-ting sharp increases in that same period, can be reconciled. They can be
reconciled if one considers the fact that college students make up 90.y
about 3% of the population. Even an increase in drug use as large as 50% in
this group does not drastically affect the nationwide rate. Thus, the
national usage pattern can appear stable while rates of small subgroups
expand. .

Among the trend surveys included in the compendium, the earliest and
longest is the set from the junior and senior high schools of San Mateo
County, California, conducted annually since 1968 (item 9). The survey
technique used is typical of surveys made in high schools: all students
present on the day of the survey fill out a questionnaire; the forms, terms,
and methods remained standard over the years. Usage was defined in relation
to a specific time period (the year preceding the survey). There appeared
to be the following trends ia the San Mateo data -over-the past 4 years:

1. For marijuana, the tread was a steady increase over the years
1970-73, though the rate of increase appeared to slow after
1971. Small decreases in some sex.or grade categories could
have resulted from random error.

2. For "any use during the 'past year" of LSD, about half the sex
and grade' categories showed an increase (sometimes/small)
between successive years. In the other_half, some decreases
between successive years were found. In the categories of
heavier use (10 or more, 50 or more), the figures tended to
be steady or even to decrease over the years 1970-73.

3. For amphetamines and barbiturates, there is evidence of a
decrease between 1972 and 1973, and in some cases, decreases
were earlier, between 1971 and 1972.

4. For heroin, many of the observed differences were so small they
could have been due to random error. There was no evidence of
a consistent trend.

Eight other surveys were abstracted in which comparisons over time
could be made. Four were secondary school surveys (items 13, 14, 17, and
19). A number of the increasesin current use (defined as "use during the
past year") were relatively small between 1969-70 and 1971-72, and there_ -----
were some decreases. The other.four surveys were in colLeges-or-uniVifii-
ties (items 4, 6, 56, and 60). The tendencies-ill-al four were toward
increases; both_iu-the "ever-U-10i figures and the "use during the pre-

---- ceding (or 12) months."

To summarize the available time-series data, the trends are not clear-
cut. Marijuana use appears to have stabilized for the population as a
whole, but not for college students. When the portion of users considered
"current" or "regular" was considered, most changes were kisitive but small.
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COMMENTS ON SURVEY METHODS

Selection, application, and improvemeRtS_Ip-met 's of surveying drug

use serve one goal: to ve-asfiiiian estimate-as possible of the

phenomenon-in-t e efined group or population of individuals. Biases-in an

estimate can arise from a number of sources discussed in this section. Cer-

tain general principles or requirements can'be followed to insure the best

approximation to true estimate. The aspects of surveying which are of

,
primary concern are sampling, nonresponse bias, anonymity, questionnaire

preparation, and the administration of questtonnaires,

Sampling

Generally speaking, the abstracted reports provided little detailon

the sampling techniques used. Available-information was indicated briefly

in the "Notes" on the abstracts. Some reports contained-helpful discussions

of-the extent to which the samples. were representative of the target popu-

lation and suppOrted the discussion with Comparisons of'sOcial and demo--

graphic characteristics of the population and the sample. Some samples

were selected purposively, in order to accomplish specific objectives of

the investigators.

A fairly common practice in.conducting drug use surveys in high schools

has been to,give questionnaires to all students who are present on the day

of the survey and to excuse those,who do not wish to participate. Even'when

random samples were drawn, studEnts--Were excused on their-own_request or

that of their parents. Concerns over human rights and net, requirements for

informed consent are widespread and have resulted in nearly universal

practice of voluntary participation. (Voluntary, does not imply volunteer

participation, however; in most cases, subjects are expected to participate

unless they refUbe or object.)_ Methodological studies are needed to

determine how much (if any) bias is introduiced by voluntary participation.

In several studies, data were obtained by quota sampling, rather than

random or probability sampling. In one variety of quota sampling, the

population is divided into areas, and a specified number of those areas is

randomly chosen for the-sample; within each chosen area, a subsample of

blocks, districts, or wards is taken, and within each of these an inter-

viewer is assigned a quota of interviews to complete. Unless directed

otherwise, the interviewer selects the sample members. This deviation from

the principle of fully random 'selection is likely to result in sampling

bias and margins of sampling error (predicated on random procedures) cannot

be estimated.

Quota samples in household interview surveys often overrepresent the

retired, the unemployed, families with small children, and others who are

likely to be at home when an interviewer calls. The young, the single or

divorced; the large-city dwellers, the employed females, and others who are

likely to be away from home during the day are underrepresented. Under-

representation of the young and the large-city dwellers will almost cer-

tainly bias the estimates of drug.use in a downward direction.

-12-



Sakipie Size..

In many of the reports, statements were made to the effect that the
sample constituteda'stated percentage of the target population. There

was little or no discussion of the rationale for the particular sample size

selected, however. Good practice in sample survey methodology requires
that the determination of sample size be based on the precision desiredin°
the estimates. The final decision is usually a tradeoff-or compromise
between desired precision and the constraints of available resources. There

was little evidence in the reports abstracted that sample size was based
on a desired precision in the estimates. (It must be pointed out that the
important consideration is. the absolute size of the sample, not the fact

that it constituted "x" percent of the population.)

Nonresponse Bias

Bias due to nonresponse is the most serious problem encountered in
-surveys for information on sensitive issues. It i# difficult to cope with

because the basic right of the individual to reftlise_to volunteer personal
information must be respected. In surveys of drug abuse in theschool
systems, the following cah be important sources of bias due to nonresponse:'

--e'

1. Absenteeism on the day of the survey,

2. Failure of some of those present to return questionnaires, and

3. Discarding of questionnaires by the researcher because of in-

n... ete responses, inconsistencies,*obviously frivolous
res onses,-and the like.

The same considerations apply, in varying extents, to surveys made in
universities and in other populations., As long as the researcher has no
information on those who failed or refused to respond, he cannot estimate
either the extent.or the direction of, the bias due to nonresponse.

On the positive side, one can say that if a researcher has a random
sample or aprobability'sample from his target population and if the rate
of nonresponse is relatively low, the bias due to nonresponse will be
relatively low.'; However, to go beyond this and try to estimate either
the direction or the extent of the bias without quantitative information on

the nonrespondents is risky. Subjective judgment of the "representativeness"

of samples or the probable effects of nonresponse will not solve the

quantitative problem.,

Response Validity

Most investigators have assumed that assurance of confidentiality of

data was critical for validity of responses about nonmedical drug use, pri-

narily because of its illicit or illegal aspect. Generally, appropriate

steps have been taken by investigators to preserve anonymity. One

-13-
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surprising piece of evidence is that anonymity may not affect the validity
of responses as severely as expected, at least-among secondary school stu-

dents: in a comparison'of responses by students who either did or did not

give their names, drug use was no higher in the anonymous group; in fact, it
was slightly.(but not signifiCantly) higher in the group who identified

themselves by names (Haberman et al. 1972). Thus, assurance of anonymity may.

not be as critical as assumed for certain. groups, but it is atill an
advisable precaution against violation of confidentiality.

Many of the questionnaires used in the surveys included checks on the
validity and reliability of responses.- These included (1) efforts to detect
consistent overstatement or understatement of usage,,, (2) questions asked in

more than one way to detect logically inconsistent responses, (3) requests
that the respondents indicate the degree of accuracy witci which they have
completed the questionnaire, and (4) questions about usage of mythical or

nonexistent drugs.

In evaluating consistent overstatement or understatement, the researcher
looks for responses outside a range that he considers reasonable on the basis

of knowledgeor experience. (This is essentially the same as detecting

outliers in statistical distributions.) Such evaluation procedures have
merit if applied with caution-and judgment and within limits (i.e., not to-
the point of accepting poorly collected data or rejecting unusual findings).

Logically inconsistent responses are apparent when the respondent answers

two related questions in such a way that both answers cannot be correct

(i.e., the respondent contradicts himself). If -the number of responses that

are consistently too high, consistently too low, or logically inconsistent

constitutes a small percentage of the total number of responses, the_researcher

can conclude that the estimates will not be seriously affected. If a rela-

tively large number of responses have these deficiencies, something is

probably wrong with the survey.

Occasionally respondents are asked to make a self-appraisal of the

accuracy of their own responses.. This can be useful when results are

inconsistent, but positive answers do not assure validity. Perhaps, prefer-

able-to a self-appraisal question is the one asked about'a mythical.or

nonexistent drug. In methodological studies.of high school students, re-,

ported use of a fictitious drug, "Eljoz," was correlated with higher reported

use of real drugs (Elinson 1973a).

Other types of validity checks require efforts 1.eyonci the questionnaire

construction methods mentioned above. For example, urinalysis can be used to

validate recent use-of certain drug types (opiates, amphetamines, and

barbiturates). Comparison with records from other sources is another method.

Research is sorely needed to improve methods and increase confidence in

epidemiological data from surveys.

-14:
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,Questionnaire Preparation and Administration

Some of the reports collected for this compendium included a copy of the
questionnaire used; others did not. From those available, it appeared that
most researchers designed the form to satisfy their own needs and objectives
and that the approaches to questionnaire development were haphazard and
subjective. Questions were asked in sufficiently different ways to render

.comparisons of the responses nearly impossible.

There was little information on whether or not questionnaires were
pretested before use. Pretesting would have enabled researchers to clarify
ambiguities in the questions and to foresee and eliminate other difficulties
designed into the forms. Operational definitions, presently being addressed
in a project,chopefully will lead to efforts for consistency and compara-
bility of results Elinsori 1973b).

Arrangements for administering questionnaires also varied considerably.
Responses can easily be affected by administrative procedures; fOr example,
prior announcement of, the day and time of a drug use survey may affect the
spontaneity of responses and the class abSences. Drug use is known to vary
significantly between those present o4 absent from school: use is mu,:h

higher among absentees (Elinson 1973a).

Methodological Requirements

When assessing the extent of the drug abuse problem, there are tempta-
tions to interpret published results as if they were applicable to wider
populations than those surveyed. For the reasons discussed above,
generalizations or comparisons of results, apart from the total context in
which those results were obtained, should be approached with caution.

Reliable, valid estimates for generalization to wider groups and popu-
lations are possible if the following requirements are met:

1. A random sample or a probability sample should be drawn from
. the target population.

2. The sample size should be a compromise between the desired
precision of estimates-and"the resources available for the
survey.

3. Bias due to nonresponse should be estimated from statistically
acceptable data.

4. The questionnaire should be carefully designed and pretested
prior to use in the actual survey.

5. Validity checks should be chosen carefully so as to avoid mis-
leading information.

-15-
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6. The protocol for the administration of the questionnaire should

be carefully worked out so that respondents are properly in-

formed about all relevant aspects of the survey.- If the question-

naire is administered to different subsets of the sample by

different people, steps should be taken to assure uniform ad-

herence to the administrative protocol.

In addition to the above, it is desirable from a statistical point of view

that published estimates include an indication of the range of variability

in those estimates, such as a statistical confidence interval. If estimates

are to be obtained for comparisons between populations, these general

requirements should be met uniformly over the set of populations to be

compared'.
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Population Surveyed

Geog.

Region

Data
Collection
Technique_

Sample
Size

National cross- Nationwide Self-admln. 2411

section of adults question- 1023

1972., naire 1388

378
394

390

772

5o2

441

590

700

810
873

532
692
802

385

2224

187

682
906
823

477

1934
234

REFERENCE

Response Analysis Corporation, "Drug Experience,
Attitudes and Related Behavior Among Adolescents

and Adults: Detailed Tabulations, Part 2C.

Experience Data." A Nationwide Study for the

National Comcdssioa on Marihuana and Drug Abuse

by Response Analysis Corporation, Princeton,
:ew Jersey, January 1973.

Ever Used

All Adults
Sex: Male

Female
Age: 18-21

22-25
26-29

Mari uana

0 A

Percentage of Weisbted Frequen.

LSD Cocaine Hero

14.7 4.6 3.2 1.

22 7.2 4.5 1.

1) 2.2 1.9 0.

22.0 12.3 7..

14.0 544 1.

6.0 5.1 1.

18-25 18.2 9.1 4.:

26-34 3.7 4.5 1.

35-49 0.1 0.7

50 & over 0.2 4. 0.7

Education lb

Legs than H.S. grad. 5 1.1 0.7 o.

H.S. grad. 13 3.0 3.8 1..

College or :zere 32 10.4 5.4 1.

Region
Northeast l 2.3 2.0 1.

North Central 15 6.0 4.6 1.

South 3 1.9 1.4 0.'

West 33 10.0 5.5 1.

Race
White 15

4.8 2.8 1.

Other 21 3.3 5.3 3..

Community Type
Large Metro 21 3.6 4.5 1.

Other Metro 2) 7.6 3.6 1.

Non-Metro 5 1.7 1.2 0.

Marijuana Exper.

Yes
No
Marijuana Users

* less than 0.05 percent

100.0 28.6 16.3

0.0 0.1 0.7

100.0 48.2 29.9

8.
*

12.

NOTES

The data on LSD, cocaine, and heroin presented
above are taken from th

groups in the Drug Experience ':ables 1 and 2 in the Adult section of this

"inhalants" refers to "glue or other things you breathe in for pleasure".

for "All Adults" is the result of combining the data over all time periods

The "All Adults" figure for ma-ijuana is obtained by combining appropriate

in Table 43. The corresponding figure-for current users of marijuana is 7.

marijuana br sex, education, rdgion, race, and community type were provide.

Analysis Corporation in a private communication. Detailed breakdowns by t

are not given for inhalants in this report.
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Data
Ceog. Collection

d Region Technique_

Sample
Size Ever Used Mari Lana

Percent lge of Weighted Frequencies

Item No. I_

Inhalants
LSD

4.6
7.2
2.2

22.0
14.0
6.0

18.2

3.7

0.1
0.2

1.1

3.0
10.4

2.3
6.0
1.9

10.0

.

4.8

3.3

3.6
7.6
1.7

28.6
0.1

48.2

Cocaine Ueroin

Nationwide Self-admin.
question-
naire

2411
1023
1388
378
394

390

772
502
441
590

700
810
873

532
692
802

385

2224
187

682
906
823

477
1934

234

All Adults
Sex: Male

Female

Age: 18-21
22-25
26-29

18-25
-26-34
35-49
50 & over

Education

14.7

22

1)

3

13

32

11

11

3

33

13 ,

21

21

2)
i

100.0
0.0

100.0

3.2

4.5
1.9

12.3

5.4
5.1

9.1
4.5

0.7
0.7

0.7

3.8
5.4

2.0
4.6

1.4

5.5

2.8
5.3

4.5
3.6 ,

1.2

16.3

0.7
29.9

1.3
1.8
0.8
7.6
1.3

1.7

4.6
1.7

0.8
1.6
1.5

1.6
1.2
0.9
1.6

1.0
3.0

1.7

1.6
0.4

8.0
*

12.4

2.1

Less than U.S. grad.
11.S, grad.

College or more
Region
Northeast
North Central
South
West
Race
White
Other
Community Type
Large Metro
Other Metro
Non-Metro
Marijuana Expel..

Yes
No
Marijuana Users

* less than 0.05 percent

NOTES

Corporation, "Drug Experience,
lated Behavior Among Adolescents
ailed Tabulations, Part 2C.

" A Nationwide Study for the

ion on Marihuana and Drug Abuse

ysis Corporation, Princeton,
ary 1973.

The data on LSD, cocaine, and
heroin presented above are taken from the corresponding "Yes"

groups in the Drug Experience "ables 1 and 2 in the Adult section of this report. The term

"inhalants" refers to "glue or other things you
breathe in for pleasure", and the figure cited

for "All Adults" is the result of combining the data over all time
periods cited in Table 96.

The "All Adults" figure for ma-ijuana is obtained by combining
appropriate response' categories

in Table 43. The corresponding figtre for current users of marijuana is 7.8%. The data on

marijuana by sex, education, region, race,
and community type were provided by the Response

*nalysts-CorporatLaz '. a prizen eoes,ication-Derni1cd hreadesaas_by_the_abave_user-categories

are not given for inhalantstp this report.



Data
Geog. Collection

Population Survoyed Reston Technique

Natlonalltoss- Nationwide

section of youth, question-
ages 12-17, 1972. noire

....sponse Analyst, Cvrooration, "Drug Experience,

..ttitudes and Related BLhavior Among Adolescents
and Adults: Iktaili Tabulations, Part 2C.
experience Data." A Nationwide study for the

Commission on Marihuana and Drug Abuse
by Response Analysis Corporation, Princeton,
New Jersey, January 1973.

Sample
Percents e of Wei hted Fre

1SD CocaineSize Ever Used Marijuana

880 All Youth 13.4 4.8 1.5
433 Sex: Male 14.3 4.4 1.7
447 Female 12.4 5.4 1.5
277 21v 12-13 3.2 1.1 0.2
288 14-15 9.7 5.3 2.3

313 16-17 28.3 8.5 2.3
.

Region
194 Northeast 15.3 3.8 1.6
262 North Central 13.1 4.4 1.5

321 South 7.0 3.8 1.4

103 West 23.5 8.7 1.7

Community Type
261 Large retro 17.6 4.7 0.9
295 Other Metro 17.4 7.8 2.5
324 Non-Metro 5.9 2.4 1.2

Marijuana Exper.
125 Yes 100,0 30.1 10.7

755 No 0.0 0.7 0.1

NOTES

. The data on LSD, cocaine, and heroin presented *hove are taken from
groups in Table 72 in the Youth section of this report. The term "inhal
other things that you breathe in for pleasure", and the figure cited for
result of combining the data over all tine periods cited in Table 66. 11

are obtained by combining apiropriate figures within age groups in Table
figure for current users of mar! nano, "All Youth" is 7.3%, found by comb
categoried in Table 23.
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CeoB.
Berton

Data

Collection
Technique

Sample
Size Ever Used Mari nano LSD

Percentage of Weighted Frequencies

Item No. 2

InhalantsCocaine Heroin

Nationwide Self-admin. 880 All Youth 13.4 4.8 1.51 0.6 6.5

tht question- 433 Sex: hale 14.3 4.4 1.7 0.4

72: noire 447 Female 12.4. 5.4 1.5 0.7

'277 '1st: 12-13 3.2 1.1 0.2 0.2

288 14-15 9.7 5.3 2.3 0.4

313 16-17 28.3 8.5 2.3 1.1

Region J..-

194 Northeast 15.3 3.8 . 1.6 0,3

262- North Central 13.1 4.4 1.5 0.0

321 South 7.0 3.8 1.4 1.4

103 Vest 23.5 8.7 1.7 0.4

Communitvlype
261 Large Metro 17.6 4.7 0.9 0.0

295 Other Metro 17.4 7.8 2.5 0.9

324 Non-Metro 5.9 2.4 1.2 0.8

Marijuana Exper.

125 Yes 100.0 30.1 10.7 1.5

755 No 0.0 0.7 0.1 0.4

NOTES

sis Corporation, "Drug Experience,
Related Behavior Among Adolescents
etalled Tabulations, Part 2C.
a." A Nationwide study for the
ssion on 4arihuana and Drug Abuse

alysis Cereoration0.!aceton,
uary 1973. r OF,

The data on LSD, cocaine, and heroin presented above are taken from the-corresponding "Yea"

groups in Table 72 in the Yotth section of this report.. The tern "inhalants" refers to "glue or

other things that you breathe in for pleasure", and the figure cited for "All Youth" is the

result of coObining the data over all time periods cited in Table 66.v The data for marijuana

are obtained by combining appropriate figures within age groups in Table 22. The corresponding

figure for current users of pariluano, "All Youth" is 7.3%, found by combining over the use ,

categories in Table 23.



a 0
- Data

Cuog. , Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Region ' Technique, Size .

.

National cross-section Nationwide Interview and 2.405 Adults:

of adults and youth. self-admln.

1971. quevionnaire

C
<3.

O

2

Self- admin. 781 Youth

questionnaire

O

REFERENCE

Abelsbn, Herbert; Cohen, Reuben; and Schreyer, Diane. "Public Attitudes Toward Marihuana,.

,Part 1: :4_ In Pport". A Nationwide Study of Beliefs, Information and Experience prepared

for the National Commission on Marihuana and Drug Abuse by Response Analysis Corporation,

Printetoc, New Jersey, January 1992. In Marihuana: A Signal of Misunderstanding, March

1972, Volume If, pp. 856-968, GPO Stock Number 5266-0002, $10.75 per kvo-volume set.

All adults:
Sex:

Men
Women

Age:

Percentage of Respondents

,Ever

Used

Marijuana

Use
Nov

5

7

3

Household occupatio
Professional/tee
Manager /official

Sales
Clerical

15

21

10

18-25 39 17 Craftsmen/foremen

26-34 19 5 Operatives

35-39 13 1 Service workers

40-49 7 Laborers

50-59 6 0

60 or older

glee:

4 0 Farmers

Income: (family)

White 15 5 $4,999 or less

Negro 14 3 $5,000 - $9,999

Other 16 7 $10,000 - $14,999
$15,000 - $24,999

Education: $25,000 or more

8th grade or less 5

Some hip: school 11 3 Region:

High school graduate 14 4 Northeast

Some college 25 8 North Central

College graduate or beyond 21 6 South

Nov a student 44 23 West

Religion: Population density:

Catholic 21 7 Large metropolita

Protestant 12 3 Smaller setropoll

Jew 29 10 Nonactrepolitan

Marital Status: Type of area:

Never parried 36 17 City or town

Nov married 11 2 Suburbs

Divorced or separated 22 11 Rural or otheon

Widowed 3 0

All youth: 14 6 Living Arrangement:

Sex:
Living with both

Male 14 7 Some other living

Female 14 5
Region:

Age:
Northeast

12 5 North Central

13 7 South

14 7 West

15 13

16 23 Population density:

17 33 Large metropolitasJ,

Smaller metropoliti

Education:
Nonmetropolitan arq

8th grade or less 8 4

9th and 10th grades 17

11th and 12th grades 30

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on marijuana use found in Chapter-4

report. Some of the data for Youth were inferred from Table 197 in Pal

clone of the report (not published in the main report cited on the lef

a nationwide probability sdbple of adults, and a sample of young peopi

data found in this chapter pertain to frequency of marijuana usage by

experience with it, circumstances at tirst use, reasons for terminatiA

those who have had experience with it, behavioral correlates of mariju

[ion about usage if marijuana were legal.



Data
Ceog. Collection Sample

Region, Technique * Site

Nationwide Interview and 2,405 Adults:

self-admin.
questionnaire

e

Self-admin. 781 Youth

questionnaire

en; and Schreyer, Diane, "Public Attitudes Toward Marihuana,

tlamvIde Study of Hellas, Information and Experience prepared
on Marihuana and Drug Abuse by Response Analysis Corporation,

ry 1972. In Marihuana: A Signal of Misunderstanding. March

, CPC Stock Number 5266 -0002, $10.75 per two-volume set.

Item

Percentage of Fespondents

No.

Ever
Used

Use
Nov

Ever
Used

Mar/Sums,

Use
Now

All adults: 15 5 Household occupation:

Sex:
Professional/techalcal 22 7

Hen 21 7 Manager /official 34 4

Women 10 3 Sales ZS 5

Clerical 21 12

Age:
18-25 39 17 Craftsmen/foremen 1$ 4

26-34 19 5 Operatives 15 3

35-39 13 1 Service workers 15 5

40-49 7 0 Laborers 19 9

50-59 6 0

60 or older 4 0 Farmers 2 1

Race:
Income: (Easily)

White 15 5 $4,999 or less 12 4

Negro 14 3 $5,000 - $9,999 16 4

Other 16 7 $10,000 - $14,999 17 4

$15,000% $24,999 18 5

Education:
$25,000 or more 15 7

8th grade or less 5 0

Some high school 11 3 Region:

High school grsdua:e 14 4 Northeast 20 7

Some college 25 8 North Central 19 3

College graduate or beyond 21 6 South 5 1

Nov a student 44 23 West 21 10

Religion: Population density:

Catholic 21 7 Large metropolitan area 20

Protestant 12 3 Smaller metropolitan area 18

Jew 29 10 Nonmetropolitan area 7

Marital Status: Type of area:

Never married 36 17 City or town 17 5

Nov married 11 2 Suburbs 15 6

Divorced or sep 22 11 Rural or other nonsuburban 7 1

Widowed 3 0

All youth: 14 6 Living Arrangement:

Sex:
Living with both natural parents 13

Male 14 7 Some other living arrangement 20

Female 14 5

Region:

Age:
Northeast 16 9

12 5 North Central 13 5

13 7 South 7 2

14 7 West 26 11

15 13 ;.

16 23 Population density:

17 33 Large metropolitan area 15 9

Smaller metropolitan area 15 7

Education:
Nonmetropolitan area 13 3

8th gradeor less 8 4

9th and 10th grades 17

11th and 12th grades 30

NOTES

+Summarized abnve are the data on marijuana use found In Chapter 4 (pp. 942-958) of this

report. Some of the data for Youth were inferred from Table 197 In Part 2, Detailed Tabula-

tions of the report (not publfshed In the main report cited on the left). They are based on

a nationwide probability sample of adults, and a sample of young people age 12-17. Other

data found In this chapter pertain to frequency of
marijuana usage by those who have had

experience with it, circumstances of first use, reasons
for terminating use of marijuana by

those who have had experience with it, behavioral
correlates of narijuena usage and specula-

tion about usage if marijuana were legal.



Ceog.

rm.lattcn Surveyed 2Eslizi

National cross- Nationwide
se:tion of st4dents
in U.S. colleges
and universities
1971.

REFERENCE'

Date
Collection
rezbelq4e,

Sample
Size Ever Csed Marituana LSD

Percentage of Respondents

Item No.

Cocaine

a

::-
HeroinMescaline' Amphetamines Barbiturates

Interview
and

question-
naire

3000
(approx.)

Total.

Mem
1700Cd t

Users Who Say

62

66

56

13 18 30 22 7 3

cmet=
They Will Stop 21 52 18 42 48 27 45

Ever Used: 1970
the Data Total 47 11 18 IS

Men 51

Faun 39

NOTE;

Playboy, "Student Survey: 1911 ". Playboy,
Vol. 18, No. 9, pp. 118, 208, 210, 212,
214, 216, September 1971.

Tabulated above are the data csa .Lug use found in this paper. Blanks in the tabulation

correspond to data not reported. In same cases, figures were Inferred fres statements made in

the text. The data on marijuana for 1971 are broken down by the following categories of use:
1-3 times, 4-9 times, and 10 tines and up; rough breakdowns ass given for some of the other

drugs.
Schools were selected randomly in the five geographical areas of the country, to represent

the national average of pilblic and private, large and small, urban and suburban colleges and

universities. Students were selected to make up a nationally representative balance of sales

and females, freshmen through seniors, and the correct ratio of business, arts. education,

science, agriculture, and other Siademic majors.

Data

Geog. Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Region Technique Size National

Youngsters 12 to t7 Nation- Interview 498 Nonusers 85 89 87 80 77

years of age. wide not interested in trying

May 1971. interested in trying

Percentages Based on Weighted Sample
Marijuana

Region ASS Sex

North
South Central Northeast West 12-13 Years 14-15 Years 16-17 Years Girls Iloia

Experimenters 9

Occasional users 3 2 / 3

Frequent Users 3 <17 3

LSD Amphetamines

Nonusers of Marijuana 1 1

Marijuana users
Experimenters 0 38

Occasional and
frequent users 55 74

REFERENCE

Josephson, Eric; Haberman, Paul; lanes, Anne: and Elincon, Jack, "Adolescent Marijuana Use:

Report on a National Survey". Prozyedings of the First International Conference on Student
Drug Surveys, Newark, New Jersey, September 12-15, 1971, pp. 1-8, published, 1972 by
Baywood Publishing Company, 43 Central Drive, Farmingdale, New York 11735.
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3

4

20
6

7

87
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3

vl

0

74

11

11 14

3

64 78

8 8

8

5 4

9 21

72
11
11
2
4

Have Tried Other Drugg

Barbiturates Heroin Glue 1 or 2 of the 5Aruga 3 or more of

1 ,,' 1 3 2 1

18 0 10 35 6

71 12 37 29 51

NOTES
)

Summarized above are the data on drug use found in this paper (Tabl

based on s national household probability sample. A single youngster in

sample was drawn at random to be interviewed. Weights were used to redu

varying completion rates. Confidentiality of the respondents was asaurs

defined as those who had used marijuana no more than nine times, mail°
had used it 10.59 times, and frequent users as those Who had used it 60
figures cited tre based on a weighted sample of 1701 (the actual number
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Item No. 4

Date
Ceog. Collection Sample

Percentage of Respondents

Region 1.1511Aut. Size Ever Used Mari uana LSD Mescaline Amphetamines Barbiturates Cocaine Heroin

ationwide Interview 3000 Total 62 13 18 30 22 7 3

and ' (approx.) Men . _-
question- Women 56

mitre Users Who Say
They will Stop 21 52 - 38 42 48 27 45

fmna: Ever Used: 1970
tive Data Total 47 11 18 15 .

Men 51 4

Women ' 39

1971". Playboy,
, 208, 210, 212,

t.

NOTES

Tabulated above are the data on drug use found in this paper. Blanks in the tabulation

correspond to data not reported. In some cases, figures were inferred from statements made in

the text. The data on marijuana for 1971 are broken down by the following categories of use:

1-3 times, 4-9 tines, and 10 tines and up; rough breakdowns are given for some of the other

drugs.'
Schools were selected randomly in the five geographical areas of the country, to represent

the national average of public and private, large and small, urban and suburban colleges and

universities. Students were selected to make up a nationally representative balance of males

and feeales, freshmen through seniors, and the correct ratio of business, arts, education,

science, agriculture, and other academic majors.

Data
Collection
Technique

Sample
Size

Interview 498 Nonusers
' not interested in trying

interested in trying
Experimenters
Occasional-users
Frequent Users

Nonusers of Marijuana
Marijuana users

Experimenters
Occasional and
frequent users

Item No. 5

Percentagen Based on Weighted Sample

t. wra
.

,..

Region AAS Sex Family Income

North
Under $10,000- $15,000

National South ventral Northeast West 12 -13 Years 14-15 Years 16-17 Years Girls Boys 210,000 $14,999 and over

85 89 87 80 77

87 74 64

10 11 8

9 9 7 13 10 3 11 14

3 2 3 3 6 <1 3 5

3 <1 3 4 7 0 1 9

Have Tried Other Drugs

LSD Amphetamines Barbiturates Heroin Glue 1 or 2 of the 5 drugs 3 or more of the 5 drugs

an

1 1 1 1 3 - 2 1

0 38 38 0 10 35 6

55 74 71 12 37 29 51

ul; Zanes, Anne; and Elinson, Jack, "Adolescent Marijuana Use:
Proceedings of the First International Conference an Student

sey, September 12-15, 1971, pp. 1-8, published, 1972 by
3 Central Drive, Farmingdale, New York 11735.

9 j

86 81

11 9

1 6
2 4

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on drug use found in this paper (Tables 1 and 2). They are

based on a national household probability sample. A single youngster in each household in the

sample Was drawn at random to be interviewed. Weights were Placci to reduce bias and adjust for

varying completion rates. Confidentiality of the rfipondents was assured. Experimenters are

defined as those who had used marijuana no more tsar Vases, occasional wens as those who

had used it 10-59 times, and frequent users as those who had used it 60 or more tikes. The

figures cited are based on a weighted sample of 1701 (the, actual number interviewed loss 498)4

3k)

94

78 72

8 11

8 11 4

4 2 2

2 4 0



Posulacion aurveved

fresh on and
juniors enrolled
at 48 U. S.
colle,les in

...uttimo 1969

31

Dita
Amphetamines

Percentage of Respondents

Narcotics

soog. Collection Number of Hari- dalieS Barbit /.. Tranquil-

.Zeglon TechnIquf gespordents tver Used Nana "asNish LSD Oti,ft drive Other Sedatives izers Cocaine nnium Her

Nation-
wide

Self-
admin.

anonymous
question-

7,948 1970 30.7 20.5 6.0 7.0 6.8 13.7 15.4 18.8 3.3 4,3 0.

31.2

Matched

8.6- '16.8

iaire
Ss.-,Ile

3,961 1970 27.6 16.4 4.5 5.6 5.2 12.3 15.8 19.6 2.6 3.4

28.2 6.7 14.8

3,961 1971 41.6 27.6 7.7 13.3 9_1 18.4 22.4 27.3 4.5 5.0

43.7 12.6 24.7

Use
Durine,

Academic
'rear

7.948 1970 27.0 18.5 4.7 6.2 5.3 10.9 10.5 13.2 2.3 3.1

27.6

natchei

gP2Ple

7.4

-4.9

12.9

3,961 1969-70 23.6 16.2 3.4 3.8 8.5 9.7 13.0 1.6 2.3

24.4 -777 10.2

3,961 1970-71 37.3 23.2 5.2 7.9 6.5 12.5 12.1 16.2 2.3 2.9

37.4

legular

8.8 .15.7

Use

7,948 1970 13.6 7.3 0.9 1.1 1.1 3.2 1.5 2.8 0.1 0.2

13.8 1.5 3.5

Matched

§4219.-
3,961 1969-70 11.4 5.8 0.5 0.6 0.8 2.3 1.3 2.8 0.0 0.1

11.8 0.7 2.9

3,961 1970-71 19.7 8.2 0.8 1.0 1.1 3.0 2.1 2.9 . 0.1 0.0
---...--------

1.2 3.519.8

Use
During
1969-70
Academic
Year

10.3 9.9 , 0.1
Small Schools 20.7

Large Schools 31.7 14.4 10.8 I o.1

Low Selectivity 22.6 12.4 10.6

:Ugh
Selectivity 38.9 14.0 10.2 0.

Public 26.1 13.3 8.4 0.1

Private,
Non-seetarlan 48.4 17.8 12.2 0.1

Private,
Affiliated 21.2 9.2 10.4 0.

`99 Si, Pete, b.; urcars, W. Eugene; and
61...f,tein, David, 'Life Styles 4.a Canouif

Cmmuitiesi A 'enort of a Survey of
American Colleges and Universities

.1110-70i 1970-71). Final report on

resear,h conducted under Grant M4116536

from the 5.icaal Institute of Mental
Health tv Department-of Social delations,
The John,. ilopk.ns University, November

1972.

ii0TRS -

Summarized above are the data on the extent of drug use (wind in this report (Tables 1-2,

1-4, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, and 3-5). The tern "special suhpcances" Includes catnip, glue, nutmeg, am:

nitrite, gasoline, etc.. as well as some regular prescribed medicines. "Regular Use" is claim

use at least every week or two during the academic year.
An important feature of this study ii

presence of a subsample in' which responses for two years were individually matched. The sample

frame included about three-fourths of the four-year college population of freshmen and juniors

the time of the survey. Topics discussed in the report include individual transitions In drug

drug use incidence by school, mode of use, factors affecting usage
decisions, legal control of

use, and student life styles and attitudes.
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Data

oeog. Collection aunber of

ved as sin Technique Respondents

Nation- Self- 7,948

wide admin.
anoaynous

question-
twice 3,961

3,961

7.94$

3.961

3,961

/

7.948

3.961

3,961

lari-

Psyche-
Rakes

Amphetamines

lethe-

Percentage of Respondents

32

Narco.ics

Item No.

%arcotic
Cough

6

Spssc.
Barbls./ Tranquil-

Ever Used 12.41! Lt,Acjl ISO Other drine other--- Sedatives izers Cocaine u;DiU7) Heroin Other ivruas tiubSt.

01970 30.7
..--...-.......--

20.5 6.0 7.0

----
6.8 13.7 15.4 18.8 3.3 4.3 0.6 5.1 '37.5 4.0

8.6 16.831.2

;latched

Samole.
1970 27.6 18.4 4.5 5.6 5.2 12.3 15.8 19.6 2.6 3.4 0.5 4.6 38.2 4.2

28.2 6,7 -14.8

1971 41.6 27.6 7.7 10.3 9.1 18.4 22.4 27.3 4.5 5.0 0.8 7.0 44.2 6,0

43.7 12.6 24.7

Use
Dunne
Academic
\ear

1970 27.0 18.5 4.7 6.2 5.3 10.9 10.5 13.2 2.3 3.1 0.4 3.2 22.5 2.7

27.6 7.4

---------
12.9 '

:latched

ilamp/e_

1969-70 23.6 16.2 3.4 4.9 3.8 8.5 9.7 13.0 1.6 2.3 0.3 2.8 22.6 3.0

24,4 5.9 10.2

1970-71 37.3 23.2 5.2 7.9 6.5 12.5 12.1 16.2 2.3 2.9 0.6 3.2 19.4 2.6

37.4 8.8 15.7

:tevniar

Use
7.3 0.9 1.1 1.1 3.2 1.5 2.8 0.1 0.2 00 0,4 1.1 0.9

1970 13.6

13.8 1.5 3.5

Matched
Sample,

5.8 0.5 0.6 0.8 2.3 1.3 2.8 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.3 1.0 1.3

1969-70 11.4

11.8 0.7 2.9

1970-71 19.7 8.2 0.8 1.0 1.1 3.0 2.1 2.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.3 1.0 1.1

19.8 1.2 3.5

Use
During
1969-70
Academic
Year
Small Schools 20.7 10.3 9.9

0.2

Large Schools 31.7
14.4 10.8

0.5

Lov Selectivity
nigh

22.6 12.4 10.6
0.2

Selectivity 38.9 14.0 10.2
0.5

Public 26.1 13.3 8.4
0,4

Private,
Non-sectarian 48.4

17.8 12.2
0.6

Private,
Affiliated 21.2 9,2 10.4 0.3

%0TES

; Groves, W. Eugede; and
Summarized above are the data on the extent of drug use found in this report (Tables 1-2, 1-3,

d,,LIfe Styles and Canons 1-4, 3-2, 3-3, 3-41 and 3-5). The tern "special substances" includes
catnip, glue. nutmeg, amyl

Report of a Survey of
nitrite, gasoline, etc., as well as some regular prescribed medicines.

"Regular Use" is defined as

es-and Universities
use at least every week or two during the acadenic year.

Animportant feature of this study is the

71 Final report on
presence of a subsample in which

resp;mses for two years were individually matched. The sampling

ted under Craft =16536 frame Included about three-fourths
of the four-year college population of

freshmen and juniors at

al Institute of aental the tine of the survey.
Topics disco6sed In the report include

individual transitions in drug use,

tnent of Social Relations,
drug use incidence by school, mode of use,

factors affecting hsnge decisions, legal control of drug

Is University, November
use, and student life styles and attitudes.
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t,_, It lat i NI ;urve """ d

Cool.
aegion

Data fps

Collection

7.e1.---''''

' Sample
Size fiver Used --)141

Estimated Percentage
Hallucinogens St

(L.% mescaline) De

Student: in 38 J. S.
collew, and univortities
,itO avdent bodies of
over 23). and five junior
collo,..,.. 1)7).

of

"ationwide Self-admin.
anonynoun

question-
nalre

5,050 1.11 Students

,northeast

South
lidlest

'test

Large Schools
Small teoolb

Public Schools
Private cchools

.loosectarian

Protestant
Catholic

All-nale Schools
All-female Schools
Co-educational Schools

Hale Students
Fenale Students

School Selectivity

36.7

44.4
26.7
28.2
46.0

44.5

32.0

38.0'

33.4

40.0

19.0

34.0

57.5
31.1
33.9
41.4
24.5

55.6
45.6

32.5
23.2
27.0

11.7

Host competitive
Very competitive
Competitive
Least competitive
Junior Ccilege

NOTES

eorgen, fary -.: .orgeo, ..enneth J.; and :orse, Stanley J.,

'6orrelate: of ar.juana Use anon.; College ',tudents."
.ournal 01 a-.,Ited social :svc5oloo\, .ol. 2, .lo. 1,

in. 1-16, 1572.

33

Tabtlated above arc most of the data on the extent of dru
The terns "large" and "snail" for school size refer respective
5,000 sttdents and those with under 5,000. Percentages are al

marijuans use broken down by certain student characteristics.
of father, political and religious affiliations, social disaff
asniratiens and achievements, year in school, and major area o

fluence of the Vietnam war is oiscussed.
results are based on a random sample from the indicat

schools, questionnaires were adninistered in a variety of ways
mall, rardon distribution in dormitory rooms, administration t
classes, and ndninistration by members of the psychology or so
subsequert analyses of the data, method of administration did
significant amounts of the variance in responses.

34



:e.,ulation 'urv:.ed

Data

Seog. Collection

')FF127
Technfnue

Sample
Size Used

item 'Jo. 7

Unmated Percentage of Population

Hallucinogens Stimulants and Heroin and/or

lori uani (LSD, mescaline) 11,-.....; Cocaine

Student-. in 38 J. :t.

eelle,w. and unIvercides

eatienufde Self-aduin.

anonymous
5.050 .11 Students 36.7 11.7 8.2 1.9

oltit student bedles of
;question- ,----lortheast 44.4

over In, aid ttve innier nalre !JoUth 26.7

coney... 1)7).
lidest 28.2

'test 46.0

Large .cbools 44.5

Snail )e:oolm 32.0

public Schools 38.0

N'ivate schools 33.4

lonseccarfan 40.0

Protestant 19.0

Catholic 34.0

All-male Schools 57.5

All-female Schools 31.1

Co-educational Schools 33.9

'Lae Students 41.4

Female Students 24.5

School Selectivity
Jost ccoretitive 55.6

Very competitive 45.6

Competitive 32.5

Least corpetittve 23.2

Junior Ccllege 27.0

NOTTS

ierzen, ar ; .rgen, Aenneth mid D)rse, lIanles J.,

'Corrences et .arituana C.e College indents."

.eurnal 01 lied :octal Is:e%olor., 2, 10. 1.

in. 116, 1)72.

Tabulated above are nost of the data on the extent of drug use found in this paper.

The terms "large" and "small" for
school size refer respectively to schools with over

5,000 ,.ttdents and those with under 5,000.
Percentages are also given in the paper for

marijuanz. use broken down by certain student characteris.lcs.
These include education

of father, political and religious affiliations, social disaffiliation, educational

as7trations and aelievenents, Year in school, and major area of study. The generic in-

fluence of care ifetna.; war is discussed.
The results are 'lased on a random sample from the indicated population. Within

schools, questionnaires were administered in a variety of ways, including use of college

nail, rardon distrnution in dormitory rooms,
administration to large heterogeneous

classes, and administration 'me members of the psychology or sociology departments. In

subsequert analyses of the data; method of
administration did not prove to account for

lignifivnt mzounts of the variance in responses.

34
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Data

Population Ceog. Collection

Surveyed Region Technique

IB
Boys starting tenth Nationwide Individually

grade in public high administered

schools in the questionnaire

continental U. S. in
fall 1966 (class of

1969)

REFERENCE

Johnston, Lloyd, Drugs and American Youth, A report from the

Youth in Transition Project, Institute for Social Research,
The University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, 1973.-

36

Sample
Size During_High School Years Mari uana

Percents of Res

Hallucinogens Amphetam

1,571 Nearly every day 1.4 0.4 0.8

Once or twice a week 4.9- 0.7 1.1

Once or twice a month 4.1 1.7 1.8

3-10 times a year 3.8 1.6 2.6

Once or twice a year 6.6 2.4 3.7

Never used 79.3 93.1 90.0

During the Year After
High School

Nearly every day 2.6 0.2 0.2

Once or twice a week 6.9 1.0 1.5

Once or twice a month 7.8 3.0 3.0

3-10 times a year 5.9 3.1 4.2

Once or twice a year 11.0 4.1 5.0

Never used 65.7 88.7 86.1

NOTES

Cited above axe the detailed data on drug use found in t

and 2-2). Marijuana includes hashish; hallucinogens include

etc.; amphetamines include pep pills, bennies, speed, and up

include yellow jackets, red devils, and downers. The two qu

above data were asked at the sane time, which means that the

retrospectively, a year after the majority of the class had g

In much of the discussion in the report, the use catego

"regular use", "occasional use", and "experimental use", with

combined into "more than experimental use" for all of the dru

marijuana. Major topics discussed in the report include pat

use, drug use patterns across time, attitudes of youth toward

and intelligence related to drug use, drugs and the high sch

taken after high school, and policy implications.
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Data

Ceog. Collection Sample

h

gh

Region, Technique Size

Nationwide Individually
administered
questionnaire

1,571

in

f

ru s and American Youth, A report'fiom the

Project, Institute for Social Research,
Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, 2973.

33

Percentage of Respondents

During High School Years Marijuana Hallucinogens Amphetamines

Nearly every day 1.4 0.4 0.8

Once or twice a week 4.9 0.7 1.1

Once or twice a month 4.1 1.7 1.8

1-10 times a year 3.8 1.6 2.6

Once or twice a year 6.6 2.4 3.7

Never used 79.3 93.1 90.0

During the Year After
High School

N

Nearly every day 2.6 , 0.2 0.2

Once or twice a week 6.9 1.0 1.5

Once or twice a month 7.8 3.0 3.0

3-10 times a year '5.9 3.1 4.2

Once or twice a year 11.0 4.1 5.0

Never used 65.7 88.7 86.1

Item No. 8

Barbiturates Heroin'

0.2 0.3

0.5 0.3
1.6 0.4

1.6 0.4
2.3 0.4

93.7 98.2

0.1 0.4

0.7 0.4
2.1 0.2

2.0 0.3

3.8 0.4p,

91.2 97.7

NOTES

Cited above are the detailed date on drug use found in this report (Tables 2-1

and 2-2). Marijuana includes hashish; hallucinogens include LSD, mescaline, peyote,

etc.; amphetamines include pep pills, beanies, speed, and uppers; and barbiturates

include yellow jackets, red devils, and downers. The two questions. yielding the

above data were asked at the same time, which means that the first question was asked

retrospectively, a year after the majority of the class had graduated.

In much of the discussion in the report, the use categories are abbreviated into

"regular use", "occasional use", and "experimental
use", with the first two of these

combined into "more than experimental use" for all of the drug categories except

marijuana.' Major topics discussed in the report include patterns of multiple drug

use, drug use patterns across time, attitudes of youth toward drug taking, background

and intelligence related to drug use, drugs and the high school experience, paths

taken after high school, and policy implications.



APPENDIX B

ABSTRACTS

SURVEYS OF HIGH SCHOOL POPULATIONS

ITEM NOS. 9-55

3 r



3

Data

Population
Surveyed

Ccog.
Region

Collection
Technique Any Ude During Past Year 1970

...11111,Mara

1971 1972

Junior and Pacific Anonymous Males

senior high questionnaire Seventh Grade 9.9 17.6 17.2

school Eighth Grade 22.5 29.1 33.3

students In Freshman, 34.1 44.5 43.9

San Mateo Sophomore 44.9 49.7 51.9

County, Junior 48.9 57.9 58.0

California Senior 50.9 58.6 60.8

Years 1970.
1971, 1972. Females
and 1973. Seventh Grade 12.6 12.6 13.2

Eighth Grade 25.8 26.4. 29.2

Freshman 31.9 40.5 39.0

Sophomore 42.1 48.1 49.3

Junior 42.6 50.2 52.4

Senior 48.4 48.3 53.0

Used Ten or Mort Times

Males

Seventh Grade 2.7 5.3 5.8

Eighth Grade 10.3 14.6 17.2

Freshman 19.6 26,2 26.8

Sophomore 28.7 33.3 36.8

Junior 34.1 42.1 41.2

Senior '34.2 43.1 45.0

Females

Seventh Grade 1.4 4.1 4.6

Eighth Grade 6.9 12.3 14.1

Freshman 16.2 23.3 23.0

Sophomore 26.3 31.0 32.2

Junior 26.2 32.9 35.7

SenIvr 15.3 30.5 35.5

Used Fifty or More Times
During Past Year

Males
Seventh Grade :IA NA NA

Eighth Grade NA NA NA

Freshman 11.4 17.2 15.9

Sophomore 19.2 23.2 25.5

Junior 23.5 30.3 28.2

Senior 22.0 '11.9 31.7

REFERENCE

San Mateo County, California,
Surveillance of Student Drug

Use. Preliminary Summary-
1973. The Research and
Statistics Section. Depart-
ment of Public Health and
Helfare, 225 37th Avenue,

San Mateo, California
94403, June 22, 1973.

Females

Seventh Grade NA
Eighth Grade NA

Freshman 7.2

Sophomore 14.0

Junior 14.4

Senior 15.3

NA NA
NA NA

11.6 12.5

17.0 19.1

19.4 20.7

18.5 20.4

NA Information Not Available

NOTES

3;i

Percentage of Respondents

LSD Amphetamines Barbiturates
1971 1972 19

1973 1970 1971 1972 1973 1970 1971 1972 1973 1970

20.0 1.3 2.7 2.7 4.0 3.7 5.3 5.2 3.6 3.4

34.3 4.9 6.3 7.1 7.6 9.5 10.9 12.0 7.5 9.6

51.2 10.9 12.5 12.2 14.6 13.8 18.0 16.9 14.6 12.5

56.1 17.0 16.1 17.6 18.8 18.5 19.5 22.8 20.3 16.6

58.5 18.5 21.2 18.0 21.3 20.7 24.6 21.8 21.5 17.3

61.0 17.4 20.9 21.2 20.2 18.8 26.7 25.8 21.1 14.4

15.0 0.9 2.3 2.5 2.8 2.8 5.9 6.1 2.7 3.1

31.5 4.0 6.2 6.4 7.1 8.2 13.i 14.6 7.8 7.7

47.0 9.2 11.7 12.0 13.8 17.4 22.5 21.7 16.6

51.9 15.0 13.6 14.5 15.7 24.4 26.8 27.4 21.4 20...

55.3 12.4 15.0 15.4 16.4 22.3 25.6 28.1 23.0 15.0

57.2 11.9 12.2 13.7 13.4 20.2 22.8 24.4 20.8 13.9

6.7 0.2 0.9 0.8 1.0 0.6 1.3 1.4 1.1 0.5

16.3 4.9 2.0 2.0 1.9 2.8 3.5 3.4 2.4 2.3

31.9 4.3 4.4 3.7 4.8 4.2 6.3 5.3 5.3 3.9

39.6 6.5 5.9 6.0 5.5 5.8 7.0 8.5 7.1 4.8

43.3 7.3 8.7 6.0 7.0 8.2 10.6 9.2 7.8 6.6

45.4 7.0 7.3 7.2 6.2 7.2 10.7 10.9 7.8 5.0

4.2 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.6 0.4 1.3 1.4 0.6 0.4

14.8 0.8 1.3 1.6 1.2 2.1 3.0 4.7 1.9 2.1

22.6 2.2 3.0 3.0 3.0 5.4 7.6 8.5 5.6 4.6

12.9 4.8. 4.1 4.3 3.0 9.3 11.0 11.1 8.5 7.7

36.6 3.2 3.9 4.0 4.0 8.3 11.2 12.5 9.7 4.5

37.8 2.6 3.0 3.5 3.5 7.8 10.4 11.4 9.9 4.6

3.3 NA NA NA 0.6 NA NA NA 0.8 NA

9.8 NA NA HA 0.9 NA NA NA 1.2 NA

20.3 2.0 2.0 1.3 2.2 1.9 2.9 2.3 2.7 1.8

27.9 2.3 2.7 2.3 2.2 2.6 3.0 3.6 3.1 2.3

31.3 2.6 3.9 2.2 2.9 3.9 4.8 3.6 3.6 3.6

32.4 2.6 3.4 2.8 2.6 3.4 5.6 5.4 4.4 2.4

2.3 NA NA NA 0.4 NA NA NA 0.4 NA

7.5 NA NA NA 0.3 NA NA NA 0.6 NA

12.8 0.7 1.0 1.1 1.4 1.6 2.5 3.1 2.3 1.5

18.8 1.4 1.4 1.4 0.5 3.8 4.0 4.5 3.5 3.0

20.4 0.8 1.4 1.3 1.1 2.9 4.6 5.3 4.' 1.7

20,4 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.0 2.7 4.3 4.9 1.5

5.8 5.1 5

11.0 10.7 9

16.8 11.9 13

16.8 16.0 15

19.8 14.7 15

18.5 15.4 14

5.4

12.2
18.0
19.1
17.9
15.0

1.2

3.7

5.5
5.7
7.7
7.2

1.0
3.5

5.3

6.2
6.8
5.3

4.8 4

11.1 10

13.71 14

17.2 15

15.6 15

14.1 11

1.2 1

3.0 2

3.2 5

5.5 4

5.1
5.8

0.8
2.7

3.5
5.3

4.5
4.0

NA NA
NA NA
2.6 1.4

2.5 2.9

3.8 2.2
3.7 2.E

NA
NA
1.5

2.3
2.7
2.2

NA
NA
1.3

1.9
2.0

1.4

Tabulated above are the data in this report on the use of illegal drugs obtained through surveys
made in 1970, 1971, 1972.

definitions and methodology. The report also gives corresponding
figures for marijuana, LSD, and amphetamines for the years 19

of respondents were roughly in the range between 2,000 and 3,000 per class/sex group in each year. Apparently the technique us

present on a given day in theyarticipating schools.
The questionnaire, reproduced in the report. is very short, requesting on

to Permit the making of tabulations of the type indicated above,

Particularly noteworthy in these surveys Is the fact that usage is defined In relation to a specific time period (thy
Also, the comparable nature of the surveys from year to year enables longitudinal

comparisons to be made.
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Percentage of Respondents

Item No.

Amphetamines
1973lltetion

echni ue Any Use During Cart Year 1970

1..aAisaja.
1471 1972 1973 1970

LSD
1971 1972 1973

Barbiturates
!.173 1970

Heroin
1973

1970 1971 1972 1970 1971 1972 1971 1972

ymout Males

sttonnx.re Seventh Grade 9.9 17.6 17.2 20.0 1.3 2.7 2.7 4.0 3.7 5.3 0.2 3.6 3.4 5.8 5.1 5.3 NA NA NA NA

Eighth Grade 22.5 29.1 33.3 34.3 4.9 6.3 7.1 7.6 9.5 10.9 12.0 7.5 9.6 11.0 10.7 9.2 NA NA NA NA

Freshman 34.1 44.5 43.9 51.2 10.9 12.5 12.2 14.6 11.8 18.0 14.9 14.6 12.5 16.8 11.9 13.7 NA 3.7 2.7 1.4

Sophomore 44.9 49.7 51.9 56.1 17.0 16.1 17.41 18.8 18.5 19.5 22.8 20.3 16.6 16.8 16.0 15.4 NA 3.9 4.0 4.2

Junior 48.9 57.9 58.0 58.5 18.5 21.2 18.0 21.3 20.7 24.6 21.8 21.5 17.3 19.8 14.7 15.6 NA 4.9 3.8 3.8

Senior 50.9 58.6 60.8 61.0 17.4 20.9 21.2 20.2, 18.8 26.7 25.8 21.1 14.4 18.5 15.4 14.3 NA 5.9 4.6 4.3

Females

Seventh Grade 12.6 12.6 13.2 15.0 0.9 2.3 2.5 2.8 2.8 5.9 6.1 2.7 3.1 5.4 4.8 4.7 NA NA NA NA

Eighth Grade 25.8 26.4 29.2 31.5 4.0 6.2 6.4 7.1 8.2 13.1 14.6 7.8 7.7 12.2 11.1 10.7 NA NA NA NA

Freshman 31.9 40.5 39.0 47,0 9.2 11.7 12.0 13.8 17.4 22.5 21.7 16.6 14.5 18.0 13.7 14.0 NA 1.9 2.3 2.3

Sophomore 42.1 48.1 49.3 51.9 15.0 13.6 14.5 15.7 24.4 26.8 27.4 21.4 20.4 19.1 17.2 15.5 NA 2.0 2.6 2.1

Junior 42.6 50.2 52.4 55.3 12.4 15.0 15.4 16.4 22.3 25.6 28.1 23.0 15.0 17.9 15.6 15.6 NA 3.3 2.9 2.7

Senior 48.4 48.3 53.0 57.2 11.9 12.2 13.7 13.4 20.2 22.8 24.4 20.8 13.9 15.0 '4.1 11.8 NA 2.6 2.7 2.9

Used Ten or More Tines
During Year

Males
Seventh Grade 2.7 5.3 3.8 6.7 0.2 0.9 0.8 1.0 0.6 1.3 1.4 1.1 0.5 1.2 1.2 1.4 NA NA NA NA

Eighth Grah 10.1 14.6 17.2 16.1 4.9 2.0 2.0 1.9 2.8 3.5 3.4 2.4 2.3 3.7 3.0 2.5 NA NA NA NA

Freshman 19.6 26.2 26.8 31.9 4.3 4.4 3.7 4.8 4.2 6.3 5.3 5.3 3.9 3.5 3.2 5.3 NA 1.8 1.1 1.7

Sophomore 23.7 33.3 36.8 39.6 6.5 5.9 6.0 5.5 5.8 7.0 8.5 7.1 4.8 5.7 5.5 4.4 NA 1.8 1.7 1.3

Junior 34.1 42.3 41.2 43.3 7.3 8.7 6.0 7.0 8.2 10.5 9.2 7.8 6.6 7.7 5.1 4.7 NA 2.4 1.7 1.9

Senior 34.2 43.3 45.0 45.4 7.0 7.3 7.2 6.2 7.2 10.7 10.9 7.8 5.0 7.2 5.8 5.4 NA 3.0 1.6 2.0

Females

Seventh Grade 1.4 4.1 4.6 4.2 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.6 0.4 1.3 1.4 0.6 0.4 1.0 0.8 0.6 NA NA NA NA

Eighth Grade 6.9 12.3 14.1 14.8 0.8 1.3 1.6 1.2 2.1 3.0 4.7 1.9 2.1 3.5 2.7 2.2 NA NA NA NA

Fieshman 16.2 23.3 23.0 22.6 2.2 3.0 3.0 3.0 5.4 7.6 8.5 5.6 4.6 5.3 3.5 4.5 NA 0.7 0.9 0.9

Sophomore 26.3 31.0 32.2 32.9 4.8 4.1 4.3 3.0 9.3 11.0 11.1 8.5 7.7 6.2 5.3 4.1 NA 0.8 0.8 0.6

Junior 26.2 32.9 35.7 36.6 3.2 3.9 4.0 4.0 8.) 11.2 12.5 9.7
44:56 65:83 44.0 35.4

NA 1.1 1.1 0.8

Senior 15.3 30.5 35.5 37.8 2.6 3.0 3.5 3.5 7.8 10.4 11.4 ,7.9 NA 1.1 1.0 0.9

Used Fifty or More Tines
During Past Year

Males

Seventh Grade NA NA NA 3.3 NA NA NA 0.6 NA NA WAS 0.8 NA NA NA 0.8 NA NA NA NA

Eighth Grade NA NA NA 9,8 NA NA NA 0.9 NA NA NA 1.2 NA NA NA 1.2 NA NA NA NA

Freshman 11.4 17.2 15.9 20.3 2.0 2.0 1.3 2.2 1.9 2.9 2.3 2.7 1.8 2.6 1.4 1.9 NA 1.4 0.7 1.4

Sophomore 19.2 23.2 25.5 27.9 2.3 2.7 2.3 2.2 2.6 3.0 3.6 3.1 2.3 2.5 2.8 2.3 NA 1.4 1.2 1.2

Junior
Senior

23.5
22.0

30.3 28.2

31.9 31.7

31.3
32.4

2.)

2.6

3.9

3.4

2.2 2 9

2.8 2.6

3.9 4.8 3.6

3.4 5.6 5.4,

3.6

4.4

3.6 3.8 2.2

2.4 3.7 2.8
2.4

2.1

NA
NA

1.8 1.2

2.0 1.2

1.7

1.8

Females

Seventh Grade NA NA NA 2.3 NA NA NA 0.4 NA NA NA 0.4 NA NA NA 0.3 NA NA NA NA

Eighth Grade NA NA NA 7.5 NA NA NA 0.3 NA NA NA 0.6 NA NA NA 0.9 NA NA NA NA

Freshman 7.2 11.6 12.5 12.8 0.7 1.0 1.1 1.4 1.6 2.5 3.1 2.3 1.5 1.5 1.3 1.7 NA 0.5 0.7 0.7

Sophomore 14.0 17.0 19.1 14.8 1.4 1.4 1:4-0.5- 3.8 4.0 4.5 3.5 3.0 2.3 1.9 1.4 NA 0.5 0.6' 0.4

junior 14.4 19.4 20.7 20.4 0.8 1.4 1.3 1.1 2.9 4.6 5.3 4.4 1.7 2.7 2.0 1.9 NA 0.7 O./ 0.7

Senior 15.3 18.5 20.4 20.4 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.0 2.7 4.3 4.9 4.1 1.5 2.2 1.4 2.2 NA 0.6 0.6 0.7

ifornia.

nt Drug

rY-

Depart=
and
nue.

HA Information Not Available

NOTES

Tabulated above are the data in this report on
the use of illegal drugs obtained

through surveys made to 1970. 1971. 1972. and 1973, using comparable

definitions and methodology. The report also gives corresponding
figures for marijuana, LSD, and

amphetamines for the years 1968 and 1969. The numbers

of respondents were roughly in
the range between 2.000 and 3,000 per

class/sex group in each Year.
Apparently the technique used was to survey all students

present on a given day in the participating schools.
The questionnaire. reproduced in the report. is very short, requesting only the information necessary

to permit the =eking of 'talons ..7f *h. type indicated above.

Particularly noteworthy in these surveys is the fact that usage is defined in relation to a specific time period
(the year preceding the survey).

Also. the comparable nature of the
surveys from year to year enables

longitudinal comparisons to be made.



Data

Item No. )0

Grog. Collection Sample Percentage of Respondents.

Population Snrveved Region Technique Size 4nri nano Hallueinvgens Amphetamines Barbiturates Narcotics Gloc

Students in the ninth South 102-item Grade 9: 1800 Sever Tried
and eleventh grades Atlantic self-admin. Grade 11: 798 Grade 9 73.7 90.1 85.6 85.8 "96.3 83.5
In the Prince Georges
County. Maryland

question-
noire

11

Tried But eac
59.7 85.2 81.6 81.1 91.4 41.1

Junior and Senior Grade 9 8.8 4.1 7.0 7.5 2.4 5.0
High Schools. 11 11.1 8.0 10.1 8.9 5.5 9.1
.Say 1972. Pee Once a Meath

Grade 9 7.2 4.0 5.4 5.1 0.6 1.6
11 11.1 4.4 5.4 5.rr 1.1 0.9

Pee (Mee a Veek
Grade 9 7.0 1.6 1.! 1.) 0.5 0.h

11 12.5 1.5 2.) 1.5 0.. 0.2
Use Every Day

Grade 9 ).1 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.2 0.)
11 5.6 0.° 0.6 0.7 U.S 0.5

REFER/SCE

Maida, Peter It., Parent-Peer Group Relationship, ant
Teena.e Drug Use. Final Progress Report on Public
Health Service Small Roseate, antra '10. 1101-DA-00148,
Institute of Criminal Justice and Criminology.
University of Maryland. College Park, larvland, no
date.

SUMS

The data presented above were derived from the numbers gi.rn in table S of this reps4c.
Within each Junior and senior high school in the school system, classes were selected ran-
domly for administration of the questionnaire. The resulting *empire constituted approxi-
mately 15 percent of the ninth grade and 8 percent of the eleventh grade student popula-
tions. Steps were taken to !Awe the anonymity of, the respondents. A copy of the
questionnaire is appended to the paper.

Percentage of !,,espcndents*

Item No.

Data Hallucinogens Stimulants Depress.ants Hard Uarcotieg
POpulitlfet

'Isrve.ed

,Aor.
Region

Collection lumber of
Respondents

sari Juana

(Hashish)

iLiD, lesca-
line, etc.)

fAphetmmines.
rte.

(51cepine
pills, etc./

(Heroin, (piu.
etc,')

ulqr. 0a,,

Student,
in grades

!fountain Aneenrous
question-

Approximately
10,9,10

:lever Used

Once
81.6
4.6

93.0
2.6

89.)
5.5

87.1
5.6

97.6

1.0

90.8
4.9

7-12 in noire 2-5 times 4.2 1.6 1.0 4.0 11,4. 2.4

58 schools 6-10 tines 2.1 1.0 1.5 1.1 0.1 0.1

in 29

selool
lore than 10 tines 7.5 1.8 2.8 2.1 u.5 1.2

district, trade, slight!y by drug type.
In Vtea.
April 26,
1971.

.tan 'tate :card of Lducatho, "eta,
1772 tate,,sde Woe Psses.rAnt."

t'-ro 16 I, iti State .0.trd Ot
Dtrt,fori of earneral

tducation, 1610 lniverss I.
tUf Lit i.e.e (It) Ltah
84111

Nulls

The uses,. categories in the data cited above eorrespend to for response chotee. for tie Trestles-
"Hos of ten have Nutt experimented wit, tthe indicated) drugs," tutor questien i.,e ,Lich responses are

tabulated in tv re,ort pertain to ferellr., of last Use, age At which tl,ie was started, kr it i.1 tar

vas stopped Sy those who were users and quit, and reasons for use or nonuse 01 drugs. ',see of these

questions served as internal check, on the reliability of the responses. The survey al-. btained
information on opinions regarding toe dangers involved in druF, use, knowledr., ef availat.ieet, ul drek.
locales in which dru,'. are foist often used, and opinions regarding levet for the control ere drugs.

Tice retort state, that schools participating In the assessment administered thee surve. instrument

all students at the same tine without prior announcement. However, there is no led. of hod t'
parti. ipoting schools were selected. (a representative of the Utah State board of fritKotion has ir,iicated

In a private communication, that schools within cooperating districts were rand,uely dr ern ) Appr.simatsly

655 survey sheets were discarded because they were grossly inconsistent, defa,ed. incsorlete, or ao
"disregard my answers" as the response to a question designed to check on response reliability.

4)
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Population Surveyed

..

41
Ceog.

a:ion
o ---\

All junior and senior South

high school students Atlantic e

in 44 public and pri-
vate schools in the

Charlotte/Mecklenburg
community of North
Carolina.

March 15, 1972. q.

:

Community
Type

Metropolitan

(

Data
Collection k Number of

Technique Respondents

86-item 32,995

self-admin.

questionnaire.

REFERENCE

McLeod, Jonnie H. and Grizzle, Cloria A , Alcohol and Other Drug Usage Among Junior and

1.3 44, Senior High School Students in Charlotte-Mecklenburg Prepared for Community Drug Action

Committee, Charlotte- Mecklenburg, North Carolina, b the Institute of Government, University

of North Carolina at Chapel Hill and Charlotte Drug Education Center, Charlotte, North

Carolina, June 19, 1972. eo

.Mari walla
Hallucinogens
(incl. LSD)

Ever Used: Cr. 7 9.1 4.2

'Cr. 8 17.1 8.5

Gr. ° 26.1 12.9

Cr. 10 30.0 14.1

Cr. 11 34.7 14.4

Cr. 12 .39.6 16.9

Total 24.5". 11.2

Over a Year /

a. Since Last tried:
Gr. 7 1.i 1.1

Gr. 8 2.4 1.6

10

3.6

3.6

1.8
2.4

Gr. 11 4.3 2.9

Gr. 12 4.7 3.4

Sex: Male 29.2 13.2

Female 20.1 9.4

Race: Black 18.2 5.8

White 26.2 12.5

Frequency of Use:
Have Tried' 9.0 5.2

Use Occasionally 7.7 3.4

Use Frequently 7.8 2.6

NOTES

4 2
Percentage of R.s

Amphet- Barbit-
amines orates

5.5 4.0
11.3
15.9

17.9

18.5

19.5
14.0

8.6
12.0
13.8

13.5
13.7

10.6

1.7 '1.2

2.2 1.9
2.8 2.5
3.8 2.7

4.0 2.9

4.5 3:6

15.3

12.9

7.2
16.0

6.7
4.5

2.8

12.0
9.0

7.1
11.2

5.6

3.1

1.9

".2

This survey vas based on responses received from students who ver
day and were willing to participate. Appropriate steps were taken to

respondents and also of schools. The analysis of the data included p
of logically inconsistent responses, and for the detection of consist
statement of usage.. Some comparisons with relevant 1969 data are gi
on "Ever Used" and "Over a Year Since Last Used" enable some conclus
of users who have stopped using drugs. Some attention is given in t

Geog. Community

Population Surveyed . ,Region Size

All students Grades 7-12 South Not Stated

in the Montgomery County, Atl.

Maryland, Public Schools.

January 1972 0

Data

Collection
Technique

251-item
self-admin.
questionnaire

Sample

Size

2,922

School Level

Junior High

. Senior High

REFERENCE

Elseroad, Homer O. and Goodman, Samuel M., Teenagers' Attitudes Toward the Use of Drugs.

Alcohol, and Cigarettes. Montgomery County Public Schools, Rockville, Maryland, August 31,

'

11'.1111S.

Never Used
Tried but Quit
Once/Month
Once/Week
Every Day
No Response

Never Used
Tried but Quit
Once /Month

Once/Week
Every Day
No Response

Percentage of Respondence

Mari uana LSD Amphetamines Barbiturates

1969 1972 1969 1972
1969 1972 1969 1972

93.3 87.0 96.7 96.4

2.7 5.9 0.7 1.3

1.5 3.2 0.3 1.0

0.6 2.6 0.1 0.3

0.0 0.9 0.0 0.3

1.8 0.4 2.2 0.7

79.7 58.7 92.1 85.7

7.3 14.5 2.2 8.8

4.3 10.9 2.1 2.8

4.3 10.8 472 1.1

2.8 4.5 0.4 0.1

1.6 0.6 2.2 1.3

96.4'95.9 96.1
1.1 '2.0 1.5

0.4 .0.8 1.1

0 1 0.3 0.7
0.1
0.5

96.7
0.8
0.3
0.1

..0 0.3 0.0

2.0 v.6 2.2

90.3
4.5
2.1

0.8
0.4
1.9

84.7
8.9
3.4
1.7
0.6
1.3,

10.8 85.4
4. 8.3

1.9 3.5

0.2 1.3

0.3 0.2
2.0 1.3

(HAFiluans usage was'reported by specific grade lind by sex for the

NOTES

This surVey 1136 based on a 5 percent random sample from the tar'

stratified by school, grade, sex, and attendance sections. The parm

respvndents had the, opportunity to withdraw
their Children if the, 0

were taken to assure the students .hat no one was selected for persi,

anonymity of the individual respondents was preserved. Interual the

and credibility of the results were built into the questionnaire. A

this report is the comparison between the 1972 data and the results,

which vas conducted in an essentially identical manner.
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4 :1 Item No. U

Data
Percentage of Respondents

Community Collection Number of
Hallucinogens Amphet- Barblt- Used

Region Type Technique Respondents Marijuana (incl. LSO) amines unites Opiates Inhalants Needle

South Metropolitan 80-item
Atlantic self-admin.

questionnaire

41

32,995 Ever Used: Cr. 7 9.1 4.2 5.5 4.0 , 3.3

Cr. S 17.1 8.5 11.3 8.6 5.1

Cr. 9 26.1 12.9 15.9 12.0 6.8

Cr. 10 30.0 14.1 17.9 13.8 7.6

Cr. 11 34.7 14.4 18.5 13.5 7.0

Cr. 12 39.6 16.9 19.5 13.7 7.5

Total 24.5 11.2 14.0 10.6 6.0

Over a Year
Since Last Used:

Cr. 7 1.7 1.1 1.7 1.2 1.1

Cr. 8 2.4 1.6 2.2 1.9 1.2

Cr. 9 3.6 1.8 2.8 2.5 1.7

Cr. 10 3.6 2.4 3.8 2.7 1.7

Cr. 11 4.3 2.9 4.0 2.9 1.5

Cr. 12 4.7 3.4 4.5 3.6 1.7

Sex: Male 29.2 13.2 15,3 12.0 7.5

Female 20.1 9.4 12.9 9.0 4.6

Race: Black 18.2 5.8 7.2 7.1 5.0

White 26.2 12.5 15.0 11.2 5.9

Frequency of Use:
Have Tried 9.0 5.2 6.7 5.6 3.4

Use Occasionally 7.7 3.4 4.5 3.1 , 1.4

Use Frequently 7.8 2.6 2.8 1.9 1.2

zle, Gloria
4

A . glcohol and Other Drug Usage Amore Junior and
in Charlotte-Mecklenburg. Prepared for Community Drug Action

enburg, North Carolina, by the Institute of Government, University
11111 and Charlotte Drug_EducatIon Center. Charlotte. North

.NMES

18.7
19.7
20.8
17.4

13.5
11.9

17.5

7.9
7.8

9.1

9.1

8.0
7.7

20.1 6.3
15.0 3.2

12.7

18.9

12.3

3.3
1.9

6.1

3.9

This survey was based on responses received from students who were attendance on the given

day and were willing to participate. Appropriate steps were taken t_ ve the anonymity of

respondents and also of schools, The analysts of the data Included pr as for the detection

of logically InconsIstent.responses, and for the detection of consistent ,rstatement or over-

statement of usage. Some comparisons with relevant 1969 data are given in the report. The data

on "Ever Used" and "Over a Year Since Last Used" enable some conclusions to be drawn about numbers

of users who have stopped using drugs. Some attention is given in the report to multiple drug use.

"cog.

1,:gion

Community
Size

Data

Collection
Technique

Sample
Size School Level Usage .Marijuana LSD

Percentage of Respondents

Amphetamines Barbiturates

1969 1972 1969 1972 1969 1972 1969 1972

South Not Stated 251 -Stem 2,922 Junior High Never Used 93.3 87.0 95.7 96.4 96.4 95.9 96.7 96.1

Atl. self-admin. Tried but Quit 2.7 5.9 0.7 1.3 1.1 2.0 0.8 1.5

questionnaire Once/Month 1.5 3.2 0.3 1.0 0.4 0.8 0.3 1.1

Once/Week 0.6 2.6 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.7

Every Day 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.1

No Response 1.8 0.4 2.2 0.7 2.0 0.6 2.2 0.5

Senior High Never Used 79.7 58.7 92.1 85.7 50.3 84.7 90.8 85.4

Tried but Quit 7.3 14.5 2.2 8.8 4.5 8.9 4.8 8.3

Once /Month 4.3 10.9 2.1 2.8 2.1 3.4 1.9 3.5

Once/Week 4.3 10.8 1.2 1.1 0.8 1.2 0.2 1.3

Every Day 2.8 4.5 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.6 0.3 0.2

No Response 1.6 0.6 2.2 1.3 1.9 1.3 2.0 1.3

n, Samuel N ,
Teenagers' Attitudes Toward the Use of Drugs.

Montgomery County Public Schools. Rockville. Marylard, August 31,

Item No.13

i
%

Heroin SEE
1969 1972 1969 1972

96.6 98.2 91.7, 92.6

0.4 0.4 5.3 5.5

0.1 0.2 0.8 0.6

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.3

0.0 0.3 0.2 0.1

2.9 0.7 1.7 0.9

95.1 95.5 90.7 91.1

1.2 1.9 6.4 6.2

0.2 0.6 0.6 0.5

0.2 0.1 0.2 0.3

0.4 0.2 0.2 0.3

2.9 1.7 1.9 1.7

(Marijuana usage was reported by specific grade and by sex for the two years.)

NOTES
This survey was based on a 5 percent random sample from the target populstlor,

stratified by school, grade, sex, and attendance sections. The parents of potcatial

respondents had the opportunity to withdraw their
children If they so desired Steps

were taken to assure the students that no one %fug
selected for personal reasour, and

anonymity of the individual respondents was pre.erved.
Internal checks on the validity

and credibility of the results were built into the questionnaire. A special feat4re of

W., report is the comparison between the 1972
data and the results of a 1969 survey,

which van conducted In an essentially Identical manner.



Population Surveyed
Ceog.

8taiun

South

Data

Collection
Techniase

41-item

Sample
Size

I7.s48

Year

1971

Grade Mariluana Hashish Mescaline
flannel-
lumens

Percentage of Respondents
Amphet-
amines
8 F

Barbie-
orates

Heroin 0
Morphine

All Junior and Senior
M F NPMF H F H F

High School Students Atl. splf-aJmin. 7 Users: 5.7 2.8 5.2 1.4 3.4 0.4 2.6 0.6 3.4 2.8 4.2 3.8 2.1 O..In the Duval County questicesmire (Meters: 4.2 0.7 1.6 0.2 1.0 1.2 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.1 4.7 3.9 2.1 O.Public Schools, Nonusers: 89.7 95.6 92.8 9R.1 1.6.6 98.4 94.0 96.4 94.1 94.7 91.3 92.2 95.9 98.1Jacksonville, Florida,

Spring. 1971 and
Spring, 1972.

8

9

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:

7.9

4.2

87.2

13.o

4.7

2.9
91.5

9.6

5.2
2.2

92.1

6.4

2.6
1.5

95.0

4.0

..5 2.5
1,8 1.3

94.5 96.2

5.1V-4.4

3.4

2.8
91.7

4.9

2.0
2.1

94.7

3.8

5.7

2.8

91.3

7.9

S.2
3.6

91.2

7.3

5.7
4.9

89.0

7.7

5.6
5.1

89.2

9.3

2.5
1.6

95.6

3.4

1.
1.1

97.1

2.:
Quitters: 5.2 5.6 3.4 4.7 3.2 1.8 5.0 3.1 4.7 8.1 6.5 10.5 3.4 1.:
Nonusers: 80.5 83.9 90.1 90.2 91.1 93.7 89.4 91.1 87.2 84.2 85.9 79.8 93.1 96.:

10 Users: 16.6 11.2 9.6 5.2 5.5 4.2 5.9 4.2 9.3 9.7 9.6 9.4 3.6 1.1
Quitters: 6 5 5.7 5.4 3.9 4.4 4.6 5.0 4.8 5.7 7.1 6.4 10.9 1.6 O.!
Nonusers: 75.4 82.2 84.0 90.0 90.2 91.3 86.5 88.1 85.0 83.1 84.0 79.4 94.5 97.!

11 Users: 22.9 14.5 13.7 8.3 7.4 5.9 5.8 3.6 8.1 8.1 8.6 9.5 2.7 0,1
Quitters: 10.9 2.8 6.4 4.7 8.0 5.5 9.6 5.9 9.5 9.3 10.2 11.3 1.8 1.:
Nonusers: 65.3 77.1 72.2 86.3 84.7 89.5 61.9 88.0 82.1 82.5 81.0 78.9 95.2 97.1

12 Users: 28.7 14.5 18.6 8.9 12.1 4.8 9.2 4.0 12.6 7.8 11.6 9.1 4.2
Quietes: 12.8 2.6 6.1 4.0 o.9 4.0 9.6 t: 0.5 7.2 12,8 7.6 2.6 O.!
honest:Ts: 57.6 77.G 74.7 85.3 81.1 91.3 78.9 87.9 75.3 83.9 75.0 82.6 92.6 956:

16.046 1972 7 Users: 9.9 3.6 6.0 1.4 2.6 0.7 3,8 1.4 4.7 3.0 6.5 5.1 2.7 O.:
Quitters: 5.8 3.2 2.0 1.1 2.0 0.4 2.2 0.9 4.0 2.3 5.1 4.0 2.0 0.1
Nonusers: 83.0 91.4 90.6 16.8 93.9 98.9 93.3 97.5 90.8 94.5 87.9 91.0 94.9 9.5.!

8 Users: 10.8 8.8 5.8 3.5 3.; :.: 3.2 3.3 5.1 4.4 4.2 6.7 1.9 0.1
Quitters: 5.6 5.1 3.0 3.9 1.9 3.6 2.8 2.3 1.7 5.6 4.4 6.0 2.3 1.1
Nonusers: 82.5 85.7 90.9 91.8 14.293.° 03.7 94.1 91.2 90.4 90.9 66.0 95.3 97.:

9 Users: 24.8 17.7 11.? h 5 7.3 6.1 0.3 5.3 10.3 11.3 10.5 12.6 3.6 I./
Quitters: 7.5 5.8 4.7 3.7 1 4.2 4.6 4.7 5.6 7.3 7.4 8.8 2 2 2.1
Nonusers: 66.5 75.8 83.0 87.5 98.3 89 6 87.9 88.9 81.5 81.3 81.4 28.4 93.6 96.1

10* Users: 29.7 19.6 13.4 8.13 8 5 5 2 7.3 4.8 8.5 9.0 8.9 12.7 3.2 1.4
Quitters: 9.0 6.4 6.4 3.6 7..5 5.4 7.8 4.6 9.2 10.5 10.6 12.1 4.5 1.4
Nonusers: 59.2 73.n 77.8 86.7 82.3 2e 9 22.1 90.1 81.4 80.2 70.3 75.0 90.8 97.f

11 Users: 32.7 18.0 15.5 10.9 ?.1 5.0 6.1 4.7 7.4 10.9 1.3 13.0 2 9 2.1
Quitters: 10.3 11.4 6.3 6.7 7.6 8.3 7.3 6.2 8.0 11.4 8.8 10.9 2.8 2.1
Nonusers: 55.9 69.9 77.6 82.0 83.1 06.7 84.9 87.0 83.9 77.5 82.6 75.9 93.9 95.7

12 Users: 36.6 21.6 19.6 10.1 10.6 3.0 8.5 3.5 12.6 9 5 11.6 11.9 4.2 1.8
Quitters: 10.6 10.2 8.0 8.3 9.1 7.9 10 3 8.1 9.5 11.0 9.9 10.7 3.4 1.3
Nonusers: 51.7 67.4 71.6 70.6 79.8 86.8 79.5 8/.0 77 1 79.1 77.2 76.7 91.7 96.5

REFERENCE

Duval County School Board, Jactsenville, Flerida. Drug and Alcohol Opinionnaire and
Usage Survey, Grades 7, 8, 9 IL 11, 12, Spring 1971;_Sprisg 1972. Preparedby
Research and Program Evaluation Seetion, Curriculum Division, Duval County School
Board. Jacksonville, Florida, May 11(2.

H denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

NOTES

Presented above is a condensation of the Jaen on drug use found
user categories are broken down as follows.

Users: "Just about every day", "about once la week", and "a
Quitters: "... used to Tate a bit" and "did once or twice
Nonusers: "no, but t would" and "no, and 1 don't want to".

The figures cited above were obtained by summing the cortesponding fi
Failure to add to 100 percent within sets is due to the omission of t
tion, plus possible rounding error, which together affect the results

In both years, two grades were fully surveyed, while the remaind
the rario of approximately one out of every ten students). In 1971,
surveyed and other grades were randomly sampled. In 1972, grades 9 a
other grades were randomly sampled. Steps were taken to preserve the
The report consists, of tabular presentations of results, plus some gr.
the accuracy of the responses and the comparison of the responses in
asked to answer a question on the accuracy of their responses,-to enal
on the extent of unreliable respopses. An interesting feature was the
a mythical drug ("Do you tale AFC9"). However, no interpretation is-1
question; they Are simply presented with the other tabdlationa.
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Ceog.

Region

South

Data

Collection
Technique

41-item

Sample
Size 'fr."

1971

6!!!4Y
Marijuana Hashish Mescaline

Halluci-
nogens

Percentage of Respondents .......

Heroin or

Morphine 02112

Item No.

Cocaine

14

Inhalants_
H F

Amphet- 8arbit-

amines urates

17,548

M* FAR, FIPMFM FHFMFMFMF H F

Atl. self-admin. 7 Users: 5.7 2.8 5.2 1.4 3.4 0.4 2.6 0.6 3.4 2.8 4.2 3.8 2.1 0,4 2.9 1.2 1.9 0.4 3.6 3.6

questionnaire
Quitters: 4.2 0.7 1.6 0.2 1.0 1.2 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.1 4.7 3.9 2,1 0.7 2.0 0.7 1.5 1.2 9.6 3.5

Nonusers: 89.7 95.6 92.8 95.1 95.6 98.4 94.0 96.4 94.1 94.7 91.3 92.2 95.9 98.8 94.9 98.2 96.7 98.4 86.8 92.9

8 Users: 7.9 4.7 5,2 2.8 3.5 2.5 3.4 2.0 5.7 5.2 5.7 5.6 2.5 1.1 2.8 1.3 2.7 1.2 5.9 3.8

Quitters: 4.2 2.9 2.2 1.5 1.8 1.3 2.8 2.1 2.8 3.6 4.9 5.1' 1.6 1.0 1.7 1.2 1.6 1.3 8.6 7.1

Nonusers: 87.2 91.5 92.1 95.0 94.5 96.2 91.7 94.7 91.3'91.2 89.0 89.2 95.6 97.8 95.2 97.4 95.5 97.3 85.3 89.1

9 Users: 13.6 9.6 6.4 4.0 5.7 4.4 4.9 3.8 7.9 7.3 7.7 9.3 3.4 2.1 4.5 3.1 4.7 2.1- 6.0 5.6_

Quitters: 5.2 5.6 3.4 4.7 3.2 1.8 5.0 3.1 4.7 8.1 6.5 10.5 3.4 1.2 4.5 3.0 4.2 1.9 8.2 9.7

Nonusers: 80.5 83.9 90.1 90.2 91.1 93.7 89.4 91.1 87.2 84.2 85.9 79.8 93.1 96.1 91.1 93.3 91.1 95.5 85.9 84.2

10 Users: 16.6 11.2 9.6 5.2 5.5 4.2 5.9 4.2 9.3 9.7 9.6 9.4 3.6 1.4 4.2 1.9 4.9 2.0 3.7 1.5

Quitters: 6.5 5.7 5.4 3.9 4.4 4.6 5.0 4.8 5.7 7.1. 6.4 10.9 1.6 0.9 2.4 2.7 2.3 1.6 10.3 9.8

Nonusers: 75,4 82.2 84.0 90.0 90.2 91.3 86.5 88.1 85.0 83.1 84.0 79.4 94.5 97.5 93.5 95.4 92.8 96.1 85.2 89.0

11 Users: 22.9 14.5 13.7 8.3 7.4 5.9 5.8 3.6 8.1 8.1 8.6 9.5 2.7 0.9 3.8 1.9 3.3 1.6 3.3 1.5

Quitters: 10.9 7.8 6.4 4.7 8.0 5.5 9.6 5,9 9.5 9.3 10.2 11.3 1.8 1.2 4.6 3.3 3.6 2.4 11.2 7.0

Nonusers: 65.3 77.1 79.2 86.3 84.7 89.5 81.9 88.0 82.1 82.5 81.0 78.9 95.2 97.6-91.3 94.3 92.7 95.7 85.1 91.0

12 'Users: 28.7 14.5 18.6 8.9 12.1 4.8 9.2 4.0 12.6 7.8 11.6 9.1 4.2 3.5 6.5 3.3 5.5' 3.0 3.2 3.8

Quitters: 12.8 7.6 6.1 4.0 6.9 4.0 9.6 4.0 8.5 7.2 12.8 7.6 2.6 0.9 .7,3 1.6 4.1 2.3 8.9 3.6

Nonusers: 57.6 77.0 74.7 85.3 81.1 91.3 78.9 87.9 78.3 83.9 75.0 82.6 92.6 95.3 86.8 94.0 89.7 93.9 87.2 91.5

16,046 1972 7 Users: 9.9 3.6 6.0 1.4 2.6 0.7 3.8 1.4 4.7 3.0 6.5 5.1 2.7 0.7 2.7 0.7 3.8 0.1 5.6 -3.0

Quitters: 5.8 3.2 2.0 1.1 2.0 0.4 2.2 0.9 4.0 2.3 5.1 4.0 2.0 0.9 1.3 0.7 1.1 1.2 9.8 7.7

Nonusers: 83.0 91.4 90.6 96.8 93.9 98.9 93.3 97.5 90.8 94.5 87.9 91.0 94.9 98.5 95.6 98.6 94.2 98.0 84.2 89.3

8 Users: 10.8 8.8 5.8 3.5 3.3 2.3 3.2 3.3 5.1 4.4 4.2 6.7 1.9 0.8 2.6 1.7 3.0 2.1 6.3 3.8-

Quitters: 5.6 5.1 3.0 3.9 1.9 3.6 2.8 2.3 3,7 5.0 4.4 6.9 2.3 1.2 1.4 1.2 1.2 1.4 11.4 10.1

Nonusers: 82.5 85.7 90.9 91.8 94,2 93.9 93.7 94.1 91.2 90.4 90.9 86.0 95.3 97.7 05.8 96.7 95.6 96.0 81.2 85.2

9 Users: 24.8 17.7 11.7 8.5 7.3 6.1 6°1 3.3 10.3 11.3 10.5 12.6 3.6 1.7 4.6 2.3 4.8 2.7 3.8 2.0

Quitters: 7.5 5.8 .1.7 3.7 4.1 4.2 4.6 4.7 5.6 7.3 7.4 8.8 2.2 2.1 3.1 3.1 3.9 2.6 13.7 8.9

Nonusers: 66.5 71.8 83.0 87.5 88.3 89.6 87.9 88.9 83.5 81.3 81.4 78.4 93.6 96.0 91.8 95.4 90.8 94.3 81.4 89.1

10 Users: 29.7 19.6 13.4 8.8 8.5 5.2 7.3 4.8 8.5 9.0 8.9 12.7 3.2 1.4 5.4 2.0 3.8 2.0 2.3 2.6

Quitters: 9.0 6.4 6.4 3.6 7.8 5.4, 7.8 4.6 9.2 10.5 10.6 12.1 4.5 1.4 3.3 1.8 4.7 1.8 11.6 7.8

Nonusers: 59.2 73.0 77.8 86.7 82.3 88.982.1 90.1 81.4 80.2 79.3 75.0 90.8 97.0 89.8 95.7 89.9 95.9 85.7 89.3

11 Users: 32.7 18.0 15.8 10.9 9.1 5.0 6.1 4.7 7.4 10.9 7,8 13.0 2.9 2.1 3.1 2.3 4.3 2.4 3.6 2.4

Quitters: 10.3 11.4 6.3 6.7 7.6 8.3 7.3 6.2 8.0 11.4 8.8 10.9 2.8 2.1 4.3 4.5 4.9 2.8 9.0 5.2

Nonusers: '.55.9 69.9 77.6 82.0 83.1 86.; 84.9 87.0 83.9 77.5 82.8 75.9 93.9 95.7 92.2 92.6 89.6 94.3 86.3 91.8

12 Users: 36.6 21.6 19.6 10.1 10.6 5.0 P.5 3.5 12.6 9.5 11.8 11.9 4.2 1.8 5.1 2.6 6.6 2,6 5.2 3.4

Quitters: 10.6 10.2 8.0 8.3 9.1 7.9 10.3 8.1 9.5 11.0 9.9 10.7 3.4 1.3 4.8 5.1 4.7 2.6 10.4 8.1

Nonusers: 51.7 67.4 71.6 70.6 79.8 86.8 79.5 87.0 77.1 79.1 77.2 76.7 91.7 96.5 88.9 94.4 87.9 94.3 83.5 88.1

ard, Jacksonville, Florida, Drug
and Alcohol 9pinionnaire and

7, 8, 9, 1_,1_11, 12, Spring
1971; Spring 1972. Prepared by

Evaluation Section, Curriculum
Division, Duval County School

Florida, May 1972.

4.5

* M denotes Hale respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

NOTES

Presented above is a condensation of the data on drug use found in this report, In which-the

user categories are broken down as follows:

Users: "just about every day", "about once a
week", and "about once a month";

Quitters: "... used to quite a bit" and "did once or twice"; and

Nonusers:
"no,, but I would" and "no, and I don't want to".

The figures cited above were
obtained by summing the corresponding

figures given in the report.

Failure to add to 100 percent within sets
is due to the omission of the "no response" classifica-

tion, plus possible rounding error, which
together affect the results by a fraction of one percent.

In both years, two grades were fully
surveyed, while the remainder were randomly sampled (in

the ratio of appioximptely one out of every ten students).
In 1971, grades 8 and 11 were fully

surveyed and other grades were randomly s..mpled.
In 1972, grades 9 and 12 were fully surveyed and

other grades were randomly sampled.
Steps were taken to preserve the anonymity of the respondents.

The report consists of tabular presentaticue
of results, plus some graphs, and brief comments on

the accuracy of the responses and the
oeptrison of the responses in the two years. Students were

asked to answer_a question on the accuracy
-of noir-responses, to enable some judgment to be made

on the extent of unreliable responses.
An interesting feature was the Inclusion of a question on

a mythical drug ("Do you take AFC?").
However, no interpretation is plsen of the results of this

question; they are simply presented with the other tabulations.
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Population ;cog.

Surveyed faglcxt

Students, East

Data
Collection Amber of
Tcconique Resisopdents

17-iten 7,432 Everimentation

Aarijuana iashish

'lesca-

LSO Hue

Percentage of Respondents

Opium

Item No. Li
iS

Glue

Cocaine Sniffing
?silo-
cvbin Speed

Barbi-
turates Heroin

grades 7 North "self-adnin. dales: Age 12 4 1 0.5 0.3 0.3 1 4 0.5 0.5 1 12

through Central question, 13 7 2 2 2 1 3 6 0.7 0.7 2 13

12, In the oalre 14 l2 5 3 3 1 5 6 0.7 2 2 13

eight local 15 23 10 7 7 3 9 12 2 3 4 13

school 16 34 18 9 13 5 15 16 3 7 6 15

districts
17 37 21 12 15 6 18 17 4 9 7 13

of
18 42 26 14 17 8 17 2J 6 11 10 13

Shiawassee Total 22 11 6 8 3 10 11 2 4 4 13

County. Females: Age 12 2 0.9 0.4 0.9 0.4 2 3 0.4 0.4 1 10

Atchigan 13 6 2 2 1 0.7 5 5 0.5 0.8 1 11

January 1972. 14 13 4 4 4 2 9 10 1 2 3 11

15 18 7 S 7 2 13 13 2 3 3 13

16 28 15 9 12 4 20 21 2 5 5 10

17 26 e 15 8 11 4 16 18 2 5 4 7

18 24 13 8 1: 7 18 14 4 9 7 6

Total 16 8 5 6 2 11 12 1 3 3 10

Use
'Liles: Age 12 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 1 0 0.5 0.5 4

13 4 1 0.2 , 1 0.7 1 2 0.2 0.3 0.7 3

14 7 3 2 0.6 2 3 0.3 0.7 0.7 3

15 16 7 4 4 2 5 6 0.8 1 1 5

16 27 13 9 4 9 10 1 4 2 6

17 27 14 8 10 3 13 13 2 5 5 5

18 32 18 12 12 6 11 14 3 8 7 .5

Total 16 7 S 5 2 6 6 0.9 2 2 5

Females: Age 12 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.7 1 0.2 0.4 0.7 3

13 3 0.8 0.2 1 0.3 2 2 0.3 0.5 0.7 3

14 8 3 2 1 0.4 4 5 0.9 0.9 1 4

15 13 3 4 3 1 9 8 0.9 1 1 6

16 21 10 7 8 2 14 14 1 3 3 3

17 20 12 6 8 3 11 13 0.4 4 2 3

18 18 11 3 8 4 9 10 1 4 3 1

Total 11 5 3 4 1 7 8 0.7 2 2 4

RRRZ1NNCe.

Aobley. Jacb. and Harrison, Janes A.
Drug and Alcohol Abuse In Rural

Aid-lichiFan. Commission on Alcohol

and Drug Education (C.A.D.':..) 0,
Shiawassee County, Nichtgan,
Shiawassee County Intermediate
School District, Corunna,, achifan
48817, larch 153. 1972.

NOTES

Tabulated above are the data on Mega: drugs found In this report.
"Experimentation" refers to the use

of the Indicated drugs once, occasionally, or frequently. "Use" refers to the last two of these categories,

viz., occasionally or frequently.
Tltc questionnaires were adrinistered to 7,432 students, constituting 88 percent of the grade 7-12 popula-

tion of the county. Since absenteeism on any given day will run about 12 percent, the 88 percent participation

is all that could reasonably be expected on any day of the school year. The survey was not acnounced in

advance, and anonymity of the respondents was assured.



I

Data

Populatton !;eog. Collection Sample

Surveyed Region Technime Size

Students sew Question- 8,846 12

in grades England nacre 13-14

7-12 in 15-16,

17-18

Hampshire 19+

'schools. Total

1972

REFERENCE

New Hampshire, State of, "Governor's
Committee on Drug Abuse Data Collection."
:linen, 14 p., State of New Hampshire
Department of Health and Welfare,
September 14, 1972.

jarii2.111 LSD
'1

4.0

12.2

30.0

41.0
38.5

25.2

Percentage of

Hallucinogens Amphetamines

Respondents
Barbiturates Tranquilizers RES

N FF 1 F 'I F 4 F 1 F

1.9 1.0 0.2 5.6 2.1 2.2 0.9 2.2 2.1

13.0 3.3 3.8 7.1 7.3 4.3 6.1 6.2 9.1

27.6 9.3 7.5 16.0 12.4 11.0 11.5 9.5 13.1

32.8 14.2 8.0 20.9 12.6 14.4 14.5 11.9 12.6

7.1 19.2 7.1 32.7 14.3 21.2 7.1 19.2 0.0

21.7 8.1 5.8 13.8 9.9 9.2 9.5 8.6 10.7

N denotes 'talc respondents.
P denotes Female respondents.

1.9

3.1
5.7
6.8
15.4

5.0

0.7
4.3
.7.1

8.4

7.1

5.9

1.2

2.3
6.0
9.2
13.4
5.4

SIMS

The figures presented above pertain to users (within the previous six months) of

They have been inferred, as percentages of the numbers of respondents of each sex in end

the numbers given in Table 4 ., this report. The total numbers of respondents of each 0

group are given in Chart 1 in ta, report. The schools (56) were randomly selected and

random sampling of students by gra e was designated by the school administrator. No der

questionnaire or its administration are given.
In addition to the school survey, the report also describes an investigation of a p

drug users.
5

Population Surveyed

Geog.

Region

Community
Size (Pop)

Data

Collection
Technique

Sample
Size Cradc

Use in Last Year
mebsz_aftirLI,es Year Mariluane

Percentage of Respondents

Hallucinogens
LSD

H F

Other
Amphet- a
amines
H FMa F* H F

All students in Grade? West Small City 12-item 1519 in 1971 10 1-2 1971 10.7 8.1 3.8 4.1 3.5 6.7 5.9 6.2

10-12 at Parkway North (11,000) self-admin. 1570 in 197,2 1972 7.1 5.5 4.5 7.0 7.8 8.4 5.9 3.3

West Senior High Central questionnaire
3-9 1971 3.2 5.3 1.9 1.4 3.9 2.4 2.3 2.9

School in Ballwin, answer-d on
1972 5.2 4.0 2.6 1.9 3.6 5.9 2.9 4.8

Missouri. computer
10 1971 12.7 9.6 3.4 5.5 3.5 4.3 3.4 3.3

,

1971 and 1972 card.
1972 18.3 14.3 3.6 2.2 5.5 2.5 1.5 1.1

11 1-2 1971 7:0 6.0 2.4 4.9 3.4 4.9 6.8 6.5

1972 6.8 8.6 5.0 2.7 5.4 6.6 4.3 6.6

3-9 1971 3.7 1.6 4.8 1.2 5.9 2,0 '2.5 3.3

1972 5.6 5.8 3.9 4.6 4.5 5.0 4.3 2.3

10+ 1971 19.9 12.9 4.8 2.4 5.1 3.6 4.2 1.2

1972 20.5 14.8 3.6 2.3 5.0 5.0 4.6 2.3

12 1-2 1971 9.7 6.5 3.9 3.4 4.5 5.0 7.1 6.8

1972 9.0 8.2 7.0 4.1 10.3 8.2 8.2 5.6

1971 7.9 7.5 5.7 1.4 6.3 2.5 3.1 2.5

1,972 7.0 4.6 4.9 1.8 4.9 0.9 3.3 2.8

1971 18.4 15.1 7.9 1.9 9.4 2.0 5.2 1.0

1972 26.0 15.6 5.7 1.8 3.3 3.2 3.3 2.3

REFERENCE

Survey Results furnished by Hr. Dan Natale, Assistant Principal, Parkway West

Senior High S,haol, Ballwin, Missouri 63011.

b

'* H denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

NOTES

The procedure used in this survey was to ask the students during
to respond to a 12-item questionnaire by recording their answers on an
of individual respondents was preserved. Except for absentees on the

were received from all members of the target population.
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Data
mn Geod. Collection Sample

Region Technique Size

It Jew Question- 8,846

a, England naire

Te

eshire, State of, "Governor's
ee on Drug Abuse Data CoPection."
14 p., State of New Hampshire

t of Health and Welfare,

er 14, 1972.

&es,
.

Tart papa LSD Hallucinogens

Percentage of Respondents
Tranquilizers

Item No. 16

Opiates Inhalants
Amphetamines Barbiturates

1* F*1F1F M F 1 F 0 F H F 1 F

12 . 4.0 1.9 1.0 0.2 5.6 2.1 2.2 0.9 2.2 2.1 1.9 0.7 1.2 0.5 4.0 2.6

1341 12.2 13.0 3.1 3.8 7.1 7.3 4.3 6.1 6.2 9.1 3.1 4.3 2.3 2.5 .. 4.5 5.0

15-16 30.0 27.6 9.3 7.5 16.0 12.4 11.0 11.5 9.5 13.1 5.7 7.1 6.0 3.7 5.6 4.1

17-18 41.0 32.8 14.2 8.0 20.9 12.6 14.4 14.5 11.9 12.6 6.8 8:4 9.2 4.4 4.1 2.8

19f 38.5 7.1 19.2 7.1 12.7 14.3 21.2 7.1 19.2 0.0 15.4 7.1 13.4 14.3 15.4 0.0

Total 25.2 21.7 8.1 5.8 13.8 9.9 9.2 9.5 8.6 10.7 5.0 5.9 5.4 3.2 5.0 3.9

* 1 denotes 'tale respondents.
denotes Female responeents.

NOM
The figures presented above pertain to users

(within the previous six months) of the indicated drugs.

They have been inferred, as percentages
of the numbers of respondents of

each sex in each age group, ft m

the nunlmrs given in Table 4 in this report. The total numbers of
respondents Of each sex in each age

group are given in Chart 1 in the report. The schools (56) were randomly selected and a proportionate

random sampling of students by grade was
designated by the school administrator.

No details on the

questionnaffe-mr-its administration are given.

In addition to the school-survey,
the report also describes an

investigation of a population of 1565

drug users.

og.

ion

st

rth
n ral

Community
Size (Pop)

Small City
(11,000)

.

Data

Collection
Technique

12-Item
self-admin.
questionnaire
answered on
computer

card.

Sample

Size

1519 In 1971
1570 in 1972

Mr. Dan Natale, Assistant
Principal, Parkway West

, Missouri 63011.

b

Urade

Item No.17

Percentage of Respondents

Hallucinogens Amphet-
Use in Last Year

Barbit-

11211eX-2.310 Year
uratea Opiates

Hari uana LSD Other amines

H* F* HF H F H

InhalsaZa
H F

10 1-2 1971 10.7 8.1 3.8 4.1 3.5 6.7 5.9 6.2 3.1 2.4 2.8 3.4 4.8 5.3'

1972 7.1 5.5 4.5 7.0 7.8 8.4 5.9 3.3 4.9 3.3 6.2 7.0 2.9 9.2

3-9 1971 3.2 5.3 1.9 1.4 3.9 2.4 2.3 2.9 1.9 1.5 2.0 1.5 3.7 2.1

1972 5.2 4.0 2.6 1.9 3.6 5.9 2.9 4.8 1.3 4.4 0.9 1.4 2.2 0.3

10. 1971 12.7 9.6 3.4 5.5 3.5 4.3 3.4 3.3 1.6 1.9 3.2 0.9 2.0 2.6

1972 18.3 14.3 3.6 2.2 5.5 2.5 1.5 1.1 2.6 121 1.3 0.3 1.3 0.3

11 1-2 1971 7.0 6.0 2.4 4.9 .3.4 4.9 6.8 6.5 5.4 4.0 4.8 4.4 5.1 5,0

1972 6.8 8.6 5.0 2.7 5.4 6.6 4.3 6.6 3.2 5.4 4.6 4.3 2.8 5.0

3-9 1971 3.7 1.6 4.8 1.2 5.9 2.0 2.5 3.3 1.8 1.2 2.2 0.0 2.3 2.9

1972 5.6 5.8 3.9 4.6 4.5 5.0 4.3 2.3 3.2 1.3 1.7 1.4 0.0 0.0

104 1971 19.9 12.9 4.8 2.4 5.1 3.6 4.2 1.2 1.3 1.2 1.3 0.0 1.7 0.0

1972 20.5 14.8 3.6 2.3 5.0 5.0 4.6 2.3 1.9 1.2 1.7 0.7 1.7 0.0

12 1-2 1971 9.7 6.5 3.9 3.4 4.5 5.0 7.1 6.8 6.4 3.1 3.6 3.0 4.0 2.0

1972 9.0 8.2 7.0 4.1 10.3 8.2 8.2 5.6 4.9 4.1 4.1 1.4 5.3 4.1

3-9 1971 7.9 7.5 5.7 1.4 6.3 2.5 3.1 2.5 0.0 1.0 1.8 1.5 1.3 0.5

1972 7.0 4.6 4.9 1.8 4.9 0.9 3.3 2.8 3.6 1.4 3.3 0.9 1.2 0.9

1971 18.4 15.1 7.9 1.9 9.4 2.0 5.2 1.0 4.0 1.0 1.5 1.8 1.8 0.0

1972 26.0 15.6 5.7 1.8 3.3 3.2 3.3 2.3 2.4 1.4 1.7 1.4 0.8 0.4

* H denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

NOTES

The procedure used In this survey was to ask the students during n selected home-base,period

to respond to a 12-i.em questionnaire
by recording their answers on an IBM answer card, Anonymity

of individual respondents was preserved.
Except for absented on the day of the survey, responses

were received from all members of the target population.



Data

Population Geog. Collection

Surveyed Region jecbtaqap

Students pacific 18-item

in grades self-admin.

6 through question-

12 in all nntre

51 schools
of the
Anchorage
Borough
School

District
and in the

10 schools
located at
Clmendorf
Air Force
Base and
Fort

Richardson
Amy Base,
Anchorage
Alaska.
November 17,
1971.

1

REFERENCE

Greater Anchorage Borough Health

Department, Drug Use as Reparteg.

by 15634 Anchorage, Alaska.
Students in .rades Six Through

Twelve-1971. :Vivo, 33 p.,

Greater Anchorage Borough Wealth
Deportment, Anchorage, Alaska,

1971.

Number of
Respondents

Hari-
Juana

or Tnc

15,634 Use At Least Once
Grade 6 3.4

7 8.7

8 21.2

9 29.4

10 39.5

11 4,.9

12 45.7

Total
24.0

Use Ten or Fiore Times

Grade 6 0.8

7 3.5

8 9.9

9 17.7

10 25.4

11 30.4

12 31.2

Total 14.1

Use Once or Dore This Week

Grade 6 0.3

7 1.5

8 5.8

9 12.0

10 15.5

11 21.0

12 20.5

Total 9.0

Use Four or More Times This Week

Grade 6 0.2

7 0.5

8 1.9

9
4.5

10
6.4

11
8.1

12 9.3

Total 3.6

4.9

Percentage of Respond

Mesta-
HDA, line or Amphet- Barbi-

Hashish LSD etc. Peyote amines turates

1.0.

2.3
7.5
13.0
15.5

19.2

17.5
9.4

0.2
0.6
2.1
4.5
5.9
7.2
6.7
3.2

1.0
3.3
10.4
17.2

23.8
30.6
32.0
14.1

0.2
1.0
3.6
8.0
12.1
16.9
18.6
6.8

Q.1
0.5
1.9
3.3
4.4
6.2
7.8
2.8

0.1
0.3
0.6
1.3

1.3
1.8
2.1
0.9

0.9
2.2
7.1
12.4

17.1

21.8
18.7

9.7

0.1

0.5
2.3
4.8
8.4
12.2

10.0
'4.4

0.2

0.4
1.0

1.9

3.2

3.7

3.2

1.6

0.1

0.1
0.2
0.4
0.7
0.6
0.7
0.3

0.3
1.5

3.7

6.4
10.9
14.0

13.4

5.9

0.0
0.3
1.0

2.0
3.6
4.1
5.2

1.9

0.1
0.3
0.3
0.7
1.1
1.4

1.3
0.6

0.0
0.2
0.1

0.2
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.1

0.5
1.9

7.5
13.7

18.4

24.5
22.1
10.6

0.0

0.4
2.6
5.5

8.7
12.4

10.5

4.7

0.1
0.3
1.0

1.5

3.0
3.2

2.1

1.4

0.0
0.1

0.2
0.5

0.6
0.6
0.1
0.3

1:

1.4

3.3

11.6
16.6

21.4
25.1
25.0
12.8

0.2

1.0

3.4

6.4
9.3
11.9

11.8

5.2

0.0
0.7
1.1

3.1
3.6

3.9

4.0
2.0

0.0

0.3
0.3
0.7

1.0

1.1

1.1

0.5

0.1
0.

0.8
1.5
1.8
1.3
1.1
0.9

0.0
0.2
0.1
0.3
0.4
0.4

'0.6
0.2

ROTES

The above are the data on the use of illegal drugs found in Tables 3 through

Lion "IDA, etc." denotes MBA,
Psilocybin, SIT, BIT, DET; "hard narcotics" denotes

"other drugs" refers to any drug or drugs not listed in the questionnaire. Tables

figures for the use of Darvon, methadone, non-prescription stimulants, non=prescri

prescription tranquilizers Sa's well as
alcoholic beverages and tobacco). Table 7

numbers and percentages of
students using a drug at least once and ten or more tin

use.

,
The questionnaire was administered to the students present in

school on the d

were token to maximize.the
validity of the responses and to ensure

the anonymity o

of 17,189 completed questionnaires
were received from an estimated 97.4 percent of

present on that day. After screening, 15,614
questionnaires were considered usabl

89 percent of all students present,
and about 81 percent of all students enrolled

surveyed.



Data
n Ceog. Collection

Region yechnimle_

Pacific 18-item
self-adnin.

queStion-
naire

e

Is
at
f

on

17,

ltem No. Lk

Number of
Respondents

Mari-

or TRC Hashish 1SD
HDA,
etc.

Percentage of Resnondents
Hard

Nan- Sol- Other
cotics vents Drug.,

Mesca-
line or
Peyote,

Amphet- Barbi-

amines tuiates Cocaine

15,634 Use At Least ('ice

Grade 6

7

3.4

8.7

1.0

3.3

0.9

2.2

0.3
1.5

0.5
1.9

1.4

3.3

1.0

2.3

2.,
2.3

0.5

1.0

10.0

11.6

1.8
2.4

8 21.2 10.4 7.1 3.7 7.5 11.6 7.5 3.9 2.6 21.3 4.5

1 .4 17.2 12.4 6.4 13.7 16.6 13.0 6.2 3.7 21.2 5.3

10 39.5 23.8 17.1 10.9 18.4 21.4 15.5 7.9 6.6 20.0 5.1

11 45.9 30.6 21.8 14.0 24.5 25.1 19.2 9.3 8.2 19.4 5.4

12 45.7 32.0 18.7 13.4 21.1 25.0 17.5 9.5 9.1 14.5 5.0

Total 24.0 14.1 9.7 5.9 10.6, 12.8 9.4 5.3 3.8 16.6 4.0

Use Ten or More Times
Grade 6 0.8 0.2 0.1 b.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.1 2.7 0.4

7 3.5 1.0 0.5 0.3 0.4 1.0 0.6 0.8 0.3 3.8 0.8

8 9.9 3.6 2.3 1.0 2.6 3.4 2.1 0.8 0.7 7.7 2.1

9 17.7 '8.0 4.8 2.0 5.5 6.4 4.5 1.4- 0.9 8.0 2.5

10 25.4 12.1 8.4 3.6 8.7 9.3 5.9., 2.4 1.9 6.7 2.9

11 30.4 16.9 12.2 4.1 12.4 11.9 , 7.2 2.1 1.6 5.5 2.2

12 31.2 18.6 10.0 5.2 10.5 11.8 6.7 2.4 2.8 4.2 1.7

Total 14.1 6.8 4.4 1.9 4.7 5.2 3.2 1.3 1.0 5.5 1.7

Use Once or :fore This Week
Crnde 6 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.4 0.1 1.0 0.1

7 1.5 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.3 0.5 0.2 1.2 0.3

8 5.8 1.9 1.0 0.3 1.0 1.1 0.8 0.4 0.3 2.4 0.5

9 12.0 3.3 1.9 0.7 1.5 3.1 1.5 0.4 0.4 2.1 0.8

10 15.5 4.4 3.2 1.1 3.0 3.6 1.8 1.0 0.5 1.3 -0.9

11 21.0 6.2 3.7 1.4 3.2 3.9 1.3 0.9 0.8 1.1 1.0

12 20.5 7.8 3.2 1.3 2.1 4.0 1.1 1.1 0.7 0.8 0.b

Total 9.0 2.8 1.6 0.6 1.4 2.0 0.9 0.6 0.4 1.5 0.6

Use Four or More Tines This Week

Grade 6 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.1

7 0.5 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.7 0.3

8 1.9 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.5

4.5 1.3 0.4 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.3 0.1 0.2 1.0 0.8

10 6.4 1.3 0.7 0.1 0.6 1.0 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.9

11 8.1 1.8 0.6 0.2 0.6 1.1 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.6 1.0

t 12 9.3 2.1 0.7 0.3 0.3 1.1 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.6

Total 3.6 0.9 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.6 0.6

NOnS

Anchorage Borough Health
The above are the data on the use of illegal

drugs found in Tables 3 through 6 in this report. The nota-

nt, Drug Use as Reported tion "IDA, etc." denotes IDA, Psilocybin, STP, DET; "hard narcotics" denotes heroin, morphine or opium;

4 Anchorage, Alaska
"other drugs" refers to any drug or drugs not listed in the questionnaire. Tables 3 through 6 also give

in Grades Six Through
figures for the use of Darvon, methadone, non-prescription stimulants, non-prescription tranquilizers, and

1971. Mimeo, 33 p.,
prescription tranquilizers (as well as alcoholic beverages and tobacco). Table 7 in the report gives the

Anchorage Borough Health
nunbers and percentages of students using a drug at least once and ten or more times who indicated continuing

nt, Anchorage, Alaska, use.
The questionnaire was administered to the

students present in school on the day of the survey. Steps

were taken to maximize the validity
of the responses and to ensure the anonymity of the respondents. A total

of 17,189 completed questionnaires were
received from an estimated 97.4 percent of the students listed as

present on that day. After screening, 15,634 questionnaires were considered usable. Tis represents about

89 percent of all students present, and about
81 percent of all students enrolled in the seven grade levels

surveyed.



Data rerientaty of Real51.13dtsts

(wog. Community Collection Number of
Populationsyed kf419.! "PAM) Itthnisne Respondents year Oat:Algona 11.111ptir2lens Stimolants Rathito at.

Hk Fk H F H
Students in 55 (1970),, Hest City (1,68,000) 88-item 5,819 1971 leer Used:
and 56 (1971) secondary South self-admin. Cr. 7 7.6 6.3 3.5 3.8 6.5 4.6 5.5 3.0
schools (Grades 7-12) Centtal questionnaire Cr. 8 19.7 12.3 8.2 6.6 14.5 11.8 11.5 9.5
in the Houston Indepec- with a separ- Cr. 9 33.8 22.4 12.2 9.2 22.4 18.5 17.9 15.0
dent School District, ate answer Gr. 10 37.6 25.6 15.7 12.7 24.4 21.3 19.1 19.)
Texas. sheet Gr. 11 47.6 29:2 20.9 14.8 27.2 20.9 20.1 17.4
December 1970 Cr. 12 50.3 33.9 25.0 13.6 29.4 24.4 23.6 21.4
December 1971

17.6 14.1Overfill 25.1 11.2

Used in past
6 months:

Cr. 7 6.5 5.2 1.9 1.7 4,8 1.1 4.1 2.6
Cr. 8 17.4 10.9 7.0 6.1 11..4 9.3 9.8 7.2
Cr. 9 28.9 20.2 10.3 8.0 17.6 14.2 13.9 13.1)
Gr. 10 32.0 23.4 12.4 10.4 19.2 19.0 15.3 15.9
Cr. 11 40.2 25.5 16.1 12.2 23.5 17.7 16.5 11.9
Cr. 12 41.8 29.6 20.3 9.6 21.9 20,3 17.6 18.2

Overall 21.7 9.0 14.1 11.4

Used in past
7 days:

Cr. 7 4.1 1.9 1.5 0.5 2.6 1.6 3.1 1.7
Gr. 8 11.0 6.0 2.3 3.1 6.4 5.7 6.2 4.1
Cr. 9 16.7 11.8 3.1 2.8 8.7 8.2 5.1 5.7
Cr. 10 23.4 13.7 5.1 4.6 9.1 9.6 9.1 7.3
Gr. 11 25.2 17.4 3.2 5.2 9.2 8.1 7.3 6.2
Cr. 12 ILLItz/ 7.1 1.2 11.2 7.1 0.9 5,7

5,908 1970

Overall 13.6

over Used:

3.2 5.5

-73 Cr. 7 7.9 5.5 2.4 2.7 6.7 6 I 5.1 3.7
Cr. 8 15.3 10.1 6,5 3.7 11.6 7.7 7.0 4.6
Cr. 9 23.1 16.3 10.3 6.8 16.7 13.2 11.7 8.4
Cr. 10 27.4 23.6 14.3 12.7 18.3 19.0 12.1 14.0
c1. !I 45.4 20.6 22.5 9.5 28.1 17.2 18.11 12.6
Cr. 12 48.4 25.9 19.1 6.9 26.1 14.6--- 18.r. 8.2

overall 22.2 9,8 15.7 10.6

Comparison of
"Overall" data
Used in past
6 months:

1971 21.7 9.0 ll.1 11.4
1970 19.5 7.9 13.0 8.8

Used in past
7 days:

1971 13.6 3.2 6.9 5.5
1970 11.) 3.4 6.0 3.;

14.1,18FhftS

111 flay,, 1. Rd., "lhe 111.4111.. oi WOA Abase Among .ie,andary 4Jwot Stod,nts in Hon,: ol".
los.th Hos.pital F4dttJ1 hnrgikal Journal, Vol. 6. N.,. 162, pp. 52-59, Spring 1971.

121 thy,. I. Ray, "I'lle Incidence ol Drug Abuse Among Secondary School Students in Houston,

1971". ht. Juselti: hospital Medical SorgIcal Journal. Vol. 7, pp. 146-152, 1972.

5U

* /I denotes Mile respondents.

F denotes Female respondents.

Opiates
CoJain.

3.0 1

6.9 4

9.) 7

13.0 7

13.1 9

17.5 7

8.0

2.0 1

6.0 4

7.2 4
10.2 6

9.8 8
12.2 5

6.1

1.1 O.

3.5 2

3.5 2.

5.1 3.

3.5 3.

4.0 1.

2.7

3.5 -1.

3.8 2.

6.2 2.

6.0 4.

10.1 4.

11.6 3

5.1

6.1

4.4

2.7

2.0

90tEs

Lompiled AbOVt are the quantltatInt data on ding n6e found in 1,), pin
Lat,gory found in 111. Dila on the other two ,ategorits ire givtn in 111,
because of space limitations. However, the tomparison of "Over ill" data f
an indication of the trends which were otourved. An important feature of
Ivallabillty of baseline data (for 1970). with width the 1971 data (and da
available) tan be compared. Procedures used were the same In the two year
-wimple represented approximately six percent of the secondary students ear
Independent School District (HISD). The author Indicate,, that these sampl
approximations to the secondary school student population of IIISD, the ear
demopraphie variables being slightly clo,tt in the 1971 sample. Athquate
ensure the anonymity of both the individual studtnts and the schools. Otis

Idministering the survey lend credibilit/ to the validit the iesults ob

5
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Data
Per lei II .10: 01

tit

P. 41111,1144 n t .

awn No. 19

Community Collettlan NnuLtr of
opiates or

Si" (eT) Tefholve 8eeT04m1.4 1ar Hariiiona
IV Ir

crq,IL,n,,

1 3'

stimulant,.

II 1'

gal!, .101,

11 P

le, lino

9 F

rough Strop
H F

SAysrala
H, F

City (1,678,000) 68-item 5,819 1971 Over Used:
self7admin. Cr. 7 7.6 6.1 ,5 3.8 6.5 4.6 5.5 3.0 3.0 1.1 11.6 12.5 9.6 5.7

questionnaire Gr. 8 19.7 12.3 8.2 6.6 14.5 11.3 11.5 9.5 6.9 4.9 16.4 12.8 17.7 8.1

with a separ- Gr. 9 31.8 22.4 12.2 9.2 22.4 18.5 17.9 15.0 9.5 7.0 15.2 12.2 18.2 10.9

ate answer Cr. 10 37.6 25.6 15.7 12.7 24.4 21.3 19.3 19.3 11.0 7.. 17.2 15.7 11.9 13.2

sheet Gr. 11 47.6 29.2 20.9 14.8 27.2 20.9 20.1 17.4 1).1 9.9 17.1 11.4 17.6 8.8

Gr. 12 50.3 33.9 25.0 13.6 29.4 24.4 23.6 21.4 17.5 7.2 20.4 8.3 16.1 6.3

Overall 25.1 11.2 17.6

...------........-

11.1
.-----------

8.0 14.2
........------

12.0

Ilstd in past

6 mouths:
Cr. 7 6.5 5.2 1.9 1.7 4.8 1.1 4.1 2.6 2.0 1.2 7.4 7.0 4.6 3.1

Cr. 8 17.4 10.9 7.0 6.1 11.4 9.3 9.8 7,2 6.0 4.7 9.2 8.7 10.3 4.7

Gr. 9 28.9 20.2 10.3 8.0 17.6 14.2 13.9 13.0 7.2 4.8 11.2 7.5 11.2 7.6

Cr. 10 32.0 23.4 12.4 10.4 19.2 19.0 15.1 15.9 10.2 6.1 8.8 7.8 6.3 6.1

Cr. 11 40.2 25.5 16.1 12.2 23.5 17.7 16.5 11.9 9.8 8.1 9.8 6.8 9.0 3.9

Cr. 12 41.8 29.6 20.3 9.6 23.9 20.3 17.4 18.2 12.2 5.1 10.0 3.9 6,7 1.8

Overall 21.7

hoed in prat

9.0

--...------,

14.1 11.4 6.1 6.3
':.3

7 days:
Cr. 7 4.1 1.9 1.5 0.S 2.6 1.6 3.1 1.1 1.1 f'.5 2.4 1.5 2.8 1.6

Gr. 8 11.0 6.0 2.3 3.1 6.4 5.7 6.2 4.1 3.5 2.4 S.0 4.7 6.4 2.1

Cr. 9 16.7 11.8 3.1 2.8 8.7 8.2 5.1 5.7 1.5 2.1 1.7 4.3 3,7 2.4

s 6r. 10 23.4 13.7 5.1 4.6 9.1 9.6 9.1 7.3 5.1 3.5 4.2 2.5 4.0 2.8

Cr. 11 25.2 17.4 3.2 5.2 9.2 8.1 7.1 6.2 1.5 1.4 3.2 2.1 2.9 1.8

Gr. 12 10.9 16.4
---..- -.......

7.3 1.2
......... -----

11.2 7.1
------

0.9 5.7 4.0 1.2 4.5 1.2 1.2 0.6

2.R
Overall 13.6 3.2 6.9 5.5 2.7 3.6

.).908 1970 Fver Used:

Gr. 7 7.9 5.5 2.4 2.7 6.7 6.1 5.1 3.7 3.5 1.5 11.5 15.9 7.9 4.9

4r. 8 15.3 10.3 6.5 3.7 11.6 7.7 7.0 4.6 3.8 1.8 15.2 14.8 12.9 6.7

Gr. 9 23.1 16.3 10.3 6.8 16.7 13.2 11.7 8.4 6.2 2.', 17.4 O.? 15.4 9.2

4.r. 10 27.4 23.6 14.1 12.7 18.3 19.0 12.1 14.0 6 0 5.9 11.6 11.9 14.0 11.3

Cr. 11 45.4 20.6 22.5 9.5 28.1 17.2 18.0 12.6 10.1 4.9 21.9 11.1 20.2 8.3

Cr. 12 48.4 25.9 19.1 6.9 26.1 14.6
...--- -----

18.5 8.2 11.6 1.4
-------.....

19.3 5.8
-....- --..-

18.6 5.6
-...-...

-------..

ovtrall 22.2 ' 9.8 11.715.7 10.6 .
5.1 15.6

Comparison of
"Overall" data
Used In past
6 months:

1971 , 21.7 9.0 15.1 .1.4 6.1 8.3 6.3

1970 19.5 7.9 11.0 8.8 4.4 8.6 5.7

Used in pint
7 days:

1971 13.6 1.2 6.9 5.5 2.7 3.6 2.8

1970 11.7 3.4 6.0 1.7 2.0 1.2 2.2

&are of Drug Alms,' %wile 9eLoadary ".chool
5tudant, it ilaohton".

'cal Surgital Journal, VOk, ;, Nos. 162, pp. 52-59, Spring 1971.

Bence of Drug Abuse Am,o6 secondary school students In Houston,

ltal Medical horvie.11 Journal. Vol. 7, pp. 146 -152, 1972.

'50

9 denotes Hale respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

401LS

Compiled above are the quantitative data on drug to, i..und in 121, pl., data on the "Ever Used"

Category found in ill. Data on the other two rateporirs are gle..1 in 111, but are omitted above

because of space !imitations. However, tlu comparison of "Overall" data for the two teats provides

an indication of the trends shjch vete ohserovd. An Important 143(lire of these turn, papers Is the

availability of baseline data (for 1970). with shish the 1971 data (and data fur future years, when

available) can be compared. Proctdures ns.d tore the same in the two yearn, and In cacti case the

'maple represented approximately six pet.ent of the second Iry hIndents tnrolled in Ili, HOUbf011

Independent School District (DISD). ,otIIr Indi,ates that thane samples providtd adequate
approximation, to the secondary school student population of H1SD, the cuirespondence In term. of
demographic variables being slightly clohtr in the 1971 sample. Adequate pletautions were taken to

ensnre the anonymity of both the individual ,todruth and the 0thtr precaution, taken in

idsinIsterlug the survey land credibility to the vAidit. of the rhulth obtained.
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Data

Ceog. 'Community Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Region Size (Pop) Technique Size

High School Students South Not 65-item 10.25e
(Grades 9-12) in
South Carolina

Atl. identified eelf-admin.
questionnaire

Fall 1971

* Varies slightly by drug category due to
rejects. The maximum number of rejects
in any category was 65, less than 2/3 of
1 percent of the sample.

Frequency
of use

1-2 times per day
1-2 times per week
1-2 times per month
1-2 times per year
1-2 times ever

Quit

Never used

REFERENCE

Milne, L. D. atld Vincent, Murray L Surve y of Drug Use Among South Carolina High School Students,

Fall 1971. Mimeo, 33 p., Report of a Survey Funded by South Carolina Commission of Narcotics
and Controlled Substances, University of South Carolina, Columbia, South Carolina, 1971.

3

Hari uana

Hallucinogens

(incl. LSD) Stimulants

Percentage of Respondents

Depressants Heroin or Morphine

1.4 0.3 0.6 0.4 0.4

3.1 0.9 1.2 0.7 0.5

3.0 1.9 1.9 1.4 0.6

1.1 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.4

3.6 1.6 2.4 2.2 1.0

1.9 1.0 1.3 1.1 0.6

85.3 93.5 91.3 93.2 96.3

(In the report these data are broken down by urban and rural)

NOTES

This survey embodies the following statistical aspects of good sur

1. The schools surveyed were selected by random sampling, although
detail on the randomization procedure which was actually used.

2. The questionnaire was carefully designed, pre-tested on a group
be included in the actual survey, and revised on the basis of

3. The testing session in each school was not announced in advance
bability that absenteeism on the given day is related to the s
However, it does not guard against the possibility that chronic
to drug abuse.

4. All students in each school completed the survey at the same t
any opportunity for one group to "prepare" others .nd thus pose

5. Anonymity of indididUil students (and schools insofar as the f

was guaranteed.

6. Standardized procedures were used in the administration of the

7. Internal validity checks were built into the questionnaire.

On the negative side, the fact that responses judged to be "uncooperatii
introduce an element of non-response bias.

Data
Ceog. Collection

Population Surveyed Region Technique Sample Size

Students in the South 90-item 2,998

junior and senior Atlantic multiple-

high schools in the choice

public school system anonymous

of Virginia questionnaire

Planning District 15
Spring and Fail 1971

REFERENCE .

Council on Drug Abuse Control, Regional Drug Attitude
and Abuse Pattern Survey Summary Report. Council on
Drug Abuse Control, Richmond Regional Planning District
Coandssion, Suite 810, 7th and Franklin Building, 701
E. Franklin Street. Richmond, Virginia 23219, no date.

8

Percentage of Respondents

Hari- Hallu- Deptessanta Stimulants

Juana cinogens Strong Other Strong Other Narcotics

Ever Used 14 5 4 7 7 5 2

Current Use 7 2
,.....4 ...,

5
.........

Used S or more Times

NOTES

The figures cited above pertain to the total region covered by this skirl
includes the City of Richmond and the Counties of Charles City, Chesterfield,
Hanover, Henrico, New Kent. and Powhatan. The corresponding data for each of

school districts are given in the report. Hallucinogens include LSD, PCP, Si

etc.; strong depressants include -Reds, Yellows, Rainbows, Blues, etc."; acre
induce "Bennies, Co-pilots, Speed, Pep pills, etc."

The survey was conducted in the spring of 1971 in Richmond. Chesterfield

in the fall of 1971 in the other counties. A 10 percent random sample of the

grades 8 through 12 was surveyed in each school. The questionnaire included
drug attitude, and opinions, and 8 questions of a demographic nature. The bi

study was to improve the quality of drug education in the region.
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Data
Percentage of Respondents

Item No. 20

Community Collection Sample Frequency Hallucinogens

Site_SPop) Technique Size of use !Stint tuna (incl. LSD) Stimulants Depressants Heroin or Morphine Cocaine Solvents

Not 65-item 10,258* 1-2 times per day 1.4 0.3 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.5

identified self-admin. 1-2 times per week 3.1 0.9 1.2 0.7 0.5 0.7 1.0

questionnaire 1-2 times per month 3.0 1.9 1.9 1.4 0.6 0.9 1.1

1-2 times per year 1.1 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.4 0.6 1.3

1-2 times ever 3.6 1.6 2.4 2.2 2.0 1.2 3.5

slightly by drug category due to Quit 1.9 1.0 1.3 1.1 0.6 0.7 2.0

. The msximum number of rejects Never used 85.3 93.5 91.3 93.2 96.3 94.9 90.4

category was 65, less than 2/3 of
t of the sample.

L., Survey of Drug Use Ammon South Carolina Hah School Students

of a Survey Funded by South Carolina Commission of Narcotics
sitysof South Carolina. Columbia. South Carolina. 1971.

(In the report these data are broken down l)''iliban and rural)

NOTES

This survey embodies the following statistical aspects of good survey design.

1. The schools surveyed were *elected by random sampling, althouit the report provides little

detail on the randomization procedure which was actually used.

2. The questionnaire was carefully designed, pre-tested on a group of students not to

he included in the actual survey. and revised on the basis of pre-test findings.

3. The testing session in each school was not announced In advance. This reduces the pro-

bability that absenteeism on the given day Is related to the subject of the survey.

However, it ,..es not guard against the possibility that chronic absenteeism is related

to drug abuse.

4. students in each school completed the survey at the same time, thus precluding

any opportunity for one group to "prepare" others and thus possibly bias the results.

S. Anonymity of Individual students (and schools insofar as the final report is concerned)

was guaranteed.

6. Standardized procedures were used in the administration of the survey in each school.

7. Internal validity checks were built into the questionnaire.

On the negative side, the fact that responses judged to be
"uncooperative" were discardea does

introduce an element of non-response bias.

Data
Ceog. Collection

ulation Surveyed Region Technique Sample Size

udents in the South 90-item 2,998

for and senior Atlantic au1t1p.e-

schools in the choice

lie school system anonymous

Virginia questionnaire

nning Pistrict 15
ing a, Fall 1971

RENCL

al on Drug Abuse Control. Regional Druz Attitude
Abuse Pattern Survey Summary Report. Council on

g Abuse Control. Ricnaond Regional Planning District
salon. Suite 810, 7th and Franklin Building, 701

Franklin Street. Richmond, Virginia 23219, no date.

Item No. 21'

Percentage of Respondents

Mari- Hallu- Depressants Stimulants Clue

ant andsici, Strong Other arm Other Narcotics Sniffing

Ever Used 14 5 4 7 7 S 2 7

Current Use 7 2
.....s..... ....Ns...

Used 5 or more Times
4 5

4

NOTES

The figures cited above pertain to the total region covered by this susvey. which

Includes the City of Richmond and the Counties of Charles City, Chesterfiold, Coochland,

Hanover, Henrico, New Kent, and Powhatan. The corresponding data for each of the eight

school districts arc given in the report. Hallucinogens include LSD, PCP, STP, MAP. WIT,

etc.; strong depressants include "Reds. Yellows, Rainbows, blues, etc.": strong stimulants

induce "Bennies, Co- pilots, Speed, Per /sills. etc."
The survey was conducted in the spring of 1971 In Richmond, Chesterfield. and Henrieo.

In the fall of 1971 in the other counties. A 10 percent random sample of the students in

grades 8 through 12 was surveyed in each school. The questionnaire included ,60 questions on

drug attitudes and opinions, and 8 questions of a demographic nature. The broad goal of the

study was to improve the quality of drug education in the region.
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Data
Population Ceog. Collection Sample Size Feighted Percents e of Peg.
Surveyed Region Technique Ranges Marijuana Psvchedelics Availstases Barbiturates

Students Mid-Atl.

in grades
90-item

Croup-
485-495 Grade 10: Ever Used

Regular Use
10.4

3.5

3.2

0.3

8.2

1.3

16.1,
2.9

10-12 in
51 public

admin.
question-

Experimental Use 6.9 2.9 6.9 13.2

senior naire 535-542 Grade 11: Ever Used 13.7 5.2 9.8 17.8
high Regular Use 6.9 1.7 3.1 2.6
schools
in an

eight 476-486 Grade 12:

Experimentnl Use

Ever Used

6.8

21.0

3.5

10.2

5.7

18.1

15.2

22.4
county Regular Use 12.5 2.7 5.2 4.6
area in Experimental Use 8.5 7.5 12.9 17.8
South cr

s.

Central 1517-1533 Total: Ever Used 14.9 6.' 11.6 18.7
Pennsylvania. Regular Use 7.5 1.6 3.2 3..3

Fall 1971. Experimental Use 7.4 4.6 5.4 1).4

REFEEENCE

Stroman, Duane S., High School Drug Use Survey
South Central Pennsylvania. Final Report on
Project Subgrant No. CT-P-069 for Governor's
Justice Commission (Pennsylvania), Region IV,
by Juniata Colltge, Huntingdon, Pennsylvania
16652, February 29. 1972.

h The s..aph, size varies slightly by drug due to a few canoe of

NOTES

in Summatizad above are the prin,ipal dee' on the extent of illegal
report (Table 5). The term "seighted" refers to the fact that the pa
were obtained by taking into ac,ount the relatiet sires of smell, med.
The category called "Other Drags" rcters to drag, not listed in

-authors did nut lane,. what drugs tax students 1.ad in mind in stIswerinA
mental use is defined as use of the drug "once" or "a few riz:es"i' sag
the drug "about once a month", "once a week", "sore thin onto week",
The fig.re for ever used is the sum of those for'experimental use and
in the report are data on frequency of use, variations In drug use by
use. 'luck of the discussion is devoted to correlates of drug use. .

The data were collected in 17 schools which were randomly select,
according to size, frOm the 51 scnools in the populittion. The samples
and seniors were randomly chosen within each school. Uhile the mita
naire (Wings. the study also included interviews with some students,
trators, Caunty probation officers, and police officers in the common!
were located.



Data
ion Geog. Collection Sample Size

d Region Technique Range*

Mid-Atl. 90-item 485-495

Group -

n admin.

is question-
naire 535-542

476-486

1517-15:0

71,

CE

69

, Duane S., High School Drug Use Survey in

entral Pennsylvania. Final Report on

Subgrant Ho. CT-P-0 r Governor's

CommisBion (Pennsyl ani , Region IV,

ata College, Hunting on, ennsylyania

February 29, 1972.

Item Nc. 22

Weighted PercentaRe of Respondents Other

Hari uana Psychedelics Amphetamines Barbiturates Heroin Glue, etc :. Drupo-.-_-
Grade 10: Eve'r Used 10.4 3.2 3.2 16.1 1.7 15.7 8.2

Regular Use 3.5 0.3 1.3 2.9 0.0 1.3 1.4

Experimental Use 6.9 2.9 6.9 13.1 1.7 14.4 , 6.8

Grade 11: Ever Used 13.7 5.2 9.8 17.8

Regular Use 6.9 1.7 3.1 2.6

Experimental Use 6.8 3.5 6.7 15.2

Grade 12: Ever Used 21.0 10.2 18.1 22.4

Regular Use 12.5 2.7 5.2 4.6'

Experimental Use 8.5 7.5. 12.9 17.8

Total: Ever Used 14.9 6.2 11.6 18.7

Regular Use 7.5 1.6 3.2 3.3

Experimental Use 7.4 4.6 8.4 15.4/

2.3
0.0
2.3

3.4
0.0
3.4

2.5
0.0
2.5

14.3
1.5

12.8

11.1

10.3

13.8
9.2
12.6

* The sample size varies slightly by drug type due to a few cases of erroneous reporting.

9.5

1.2

8.3

10.8

2.0
8.8

9.5

1.5
8.0

NOTES

Summarized above are the principal data our the extent of illegil drug use found in th,is

report (Table 5). The term "weighted" refers to the fact that the percentages which are cited_

sere obtained by taking into account the relative Sizes of small, medium, and large schcols.

The category called "Other Drugs" refers to drugs not listed in the questionnaire, but tl.e,

authors did not know what drugs the students had in mind in answering this question., Experi-

mental use fs decined as arse of the drug "once" or "a few times"; regular use includes use of

the drug "about once a month", "once a week", "more than once a
week", or "almost every day".

The figure for ever used is the sum of those for experimental use and regular use. Also given

in the report are data on frequency of use, variations in
drug use by school, and multiple drsg

use. Auch of the discussion is devoted to correlates of drug use.
Tire datat'rere collected in 17 schools whig.h were randomly selected, after stratifying

according to size, from the 51 schools in the-population.
The samples of sophomores, juniors,

and senior; were randomly chosen within each school, While the data cited above are questipn-

naire findings, the study also included interviews with some students, teachers, school adminis-

trators, county probation officers, and police
officers in the communities in which the schools

were located.



FopulJt ion Surve...1

All students in tie two
junior high schools and

one senior 4,411 school
comprising *hoot Dis-
trict 834. Stillwater.

Minnesota.
June, 1971

to oz

R btun

West
North
Tent r ri

5t)

Le amity
Cize_(Pop)

Suburb in

110.004

bat)

tot Wet ion

Technique

27 -lien

self -4 admit .

quest lonn tiro

Fser Used

Junior High
Senior fifth

57

vercent (g41:54 Pelpnudents

Hal lu. inogey.
St (mutant s Na

lairliana 114411J,h H'9e4 I I" LSD 3' c1119-1k in A957157( ! °;12t1 Batblt. ItIoln

REFERENCE

LaCroix. Kenneth J.. DrugLAbuse: A survey of the Problem In the Stillwater Public

Secondary School DIstrist 814, Stillwater,
Minresoca. Mimeo. 42 r., prepsred by the

Family Drug !ducat ion temmittee of District
834 with f t-trclal ..1,11,t4nce from the

Office of Health. Education. and Welfare Drag
Abuse Pilot School District Program.

June. 1971.

32 12 9

5

5 5 1

NOUS
The data on t scent of dreg so

found In this susses are summarized

the questionnaire pertained to A. of tleohol and tobareo., knowledge o

Mite of dross. asd attitua.s.en drug education. There Is no indtcat

procedure was used; no sample sir Is stated. A copy of tht questionnt

retort. It srpears that reasonable steps wore
t Iken co pre.se eye the a

Data

cog. Collection Number of

Plat ion survezd Region keth?f94r
Reseondsos .

Students In secondary P. 'tic self-admin. 12.929 Usige:

schools (Grades 7-12) quest tonna Ire
Nosor

in Hays11.
At least once

March-April 1971
4t least onct/month
At ied.t onee/ceek
It least 1sco7a is

resresse

Sono .ers

xper Ivens etc

Users

fx-users
So roporse

Ago stirtsd:
Never
6-10
11-12
1-14

I",-16
17 24)

No rest,. .4

RFFIRENTE

Hawaii. State of. Health fano itkon sorviy.
Printed by the Office of 1.31r.rs - ervlee'+,

Teacher Assist Center. NIA it it ion No. Ta4 72-4017, Off ice of 1n-tenet for II of /b.,.

DsPartmeot of Fiur iti4n. ,t ite of 11,011, copteober 1. 19/1.

Stir kluand I SD Vacs
Per. -stage ol Respondents

tocalne Downers: Hee

11.0 91.0 42.6 91.5 91.1 89.6 91

11.2 5.2 4.6 ..5 1.9 6.5 1

s.4 2.4 1.5 1.1 0.4 2.) 1

5.9 0.8 0.7 0.5 0.2 J.9 1

1.) 0.2 0.; I.! OA 0.3 1

0.4 0.4 0.4 4.4 0.5 0.4 I

74.6 90.9 97.7 91.4 95.6 39,9 9;

9.6 1.5 1.1 2.9 I.c 4.1

10.9 2.1 1.4 1.1 .4 2.s I

1.9 2.6 1.1 I. 0.6 2.t

1.1 0.9 1.0 1.0 0.9 0.9

71.1 69.8 91.'. 92.1 95.8 88.6 9

0.5 0.2 0.2. 3.2 0.2 0.3

1.5 0.8 0.7 0.5 s 0.3 1.0

10.1 3.0 7.9 2.2 0.9 3.9

9.0 3.5 2.4 Z.4 1.0 3.7

1.6 0.8 n.. 0.5 0.4 141.6

2.2 2.') 2.0 1.1 1.6 1.9

101TLS

In tto report. the usage 414 1 sfisswized alove iro ` -omen drum 14

respondents.
The categories of experiment ' s -.ers and er users art

level. The basil of the curves us- a random
sample consist In; oD 20

dart Population of 76.721 students, mrat if led by distrets,*(

room,. the tUtal an ilwas ual bised on 12,979 Monts. or 16.81

VtlIalty checks Weft. built In. 31n broln 1 ire. So Sc nt Ion in rag

ptoerVe In.9yftity ot isalvIdnal respondents.
Uousvo. the Si

lain 01.m, st it of tliwall. 1... st
4.1 s 10ivIte enresini 4 ton Os

err. 144.41ds1ty 1,ne in 1 et t t Ikon.
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Item 0e. 23

Data

Perctut te.2 of Restondent s

Grog. tomer:al r 3 eal leetIon
' Allwinoget..

St 'charms N3rcotics

ReS lot! t r c !leo ) D o e h a l v e Et. r 1 cc ..1 star linarf liaso sh Nes, 31 Inc 1.74) Psi loc1.1- lo AtThet, 01t11(.1: Barbi) . Iff roin 'hn_klifne CotAlte Inhalants

West sba4100 2'- it eo hinter 1143,
: ..!

1
2 8

North , ;46, coat c., if - idmin . qen for IlIgh 3; I' 9
4 1 1 2 10

Central p, 3 loginaire

Abuse: A Survey of the Peebles In the 8t1 1-att. 18114 15_

t St Li itratet, Ninnesot ilimeo. 42 r., cc, e.ced by the

=titter of District 834 with f inane ial assist Ace from the

ion and Re 1 fare Drug Abuse Pilot Sciscli ttr let Progro.

the d gt on extent ol drug one f _ d in t1 .3s urs . serhir trod drove. other quest logs on

the nest lotnair pert lined to use of a' 4048131 30,1 (oho o, k ,cledge of tue use by others, ava 1 la-

iv of drugs. and att. itud,s en drur educ rt ten. Thor. is ho Indio' 13n of whether a sampling '
rocelure was u-ed: no sample size Is stated A epy ot tl e (pocst 'ornate is wended to the c

eper t 't 3ppelrs that reasonable
steps 8e., taken to ,r s, r 4e the ouomasity the rspondents.

Data
Ceog. Collect Lon Nusber of

Region Tothnlque ResFondenrs

Pact(!e self ad=ios

quest lonna(ro
12.929

Item No. 24

psc entaz. ot_ Recrondents

ocr in vercl iices53 Cocain. Down, r. rngri Net h tdone Gilts

ue: ib 9
N ver ILt
: least nc 5.4
53 least en, eicscol
At least oweitork

g rat . ^ (3)) 0.9
kg C....ponce

'(I -0

:.4
6.4

?

0,4

92.6

1.5

0.
0.1.

9..3

. t
o.
o.
o. 4

9/.1
1.9
0.4
1).,

i

SY.4
6.S
2.3
0,9
0,3
0.4

1.1
o.2
0.1
O.?
n.5

49.?
0.4
0 1
0,1
0.1
0.5

90.9
1.0
0.9

0.5

0.3
0.4

hcr 1-senior9

7. 6
.0.4

/0,9
1 5

91, j
1.'

13.4
2.8

. 49.1
',

(4.41

97,1
0.7

40.9
3.9

1'1.1 2 1 I.,. 1.1
0.3 0.1 1.0

3.4 '.6 1.; 1.6 fo 2.1
3.3

re 1.1 1.43 1.0 0.9 0.9 0.9

'v.
Ass r:te.
Never

7).1 SI. 8 91.4 92.1 94.8 84..6 91,7 )h.8 89.5

6 -In
9.5 ti c 0.2 4.2 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.1 (1.7

11-12
3.5 0.8 0.7 0.5 0.3 1.0 0.3 0.3 2.6

11-14
10.1 1.0 7,9 2.2 0.4 ).9 0,5 0.5 3.8

IS-16
9.0 1.5 2.4 2.4 1.0 1.7

0 1. 1.1

17-2
1.6 0.k 01,4 (1,11 0,4 0.6 0.3 / 1 0.1

re4 2.7 2 0 2 '4 I.) 1.6 1.1 1.6 t.'' 2.0

44,13

Fdaicat fon
No.

y 3" nteci by toe of f Ice 'f 3.141 service s, To the report. the usage ,1 it cam= I s.s1 alove are broken down h: grade Irv. t and ht sex of the

blirat tom No. 3 3 ( Of f lee or 401, t oil rob s. r, .pendants . The eat open'. a of
xperimenter.. .,secs and ex-users ,re also ttok( n down by glade

State et 0 mall. ,wtaer 1. 1971.
vol. The basis of 7 he our ragloo ample c sist lag of 20 percent of the reported scene-

! If school Novolat too of 76.721 st inferat s, far it I f 1, 4 Igy districts, s, hoop grades, and hone-

., Nr t , , I , his. on 12.929 r pondent , or lf,a peg( ..et ,f the popul t too.

4 1,Itt y cheeks .`,0 built lot tio quest 'engulf,. neat ion Is made 1n the report of .,tops taken

, Ig-,et ve the In ,ovrat t v ^f t 113(14,11 re 'od(40... (however, the super Isle/goon!, Dep vrtrnent of

fbg I.,r. '1.3 rte of 111w111. 3, .1` lo 1' °l', cmmunl, it ton 11,4r p,,,Ivo ntc;gs to i,re-

r on were In lot t'1nn.



a it t
(it eg. l of le. El nivOir of

Population Surveyed 11.6. on II lin i Tu. Respondent. 'fir- ;a in I Pill., 1- :..g, a i tigi ini ',la. mt. Zgai cStOdeer 4 I1 gr 1,1e, 1.1.t -, II-lien:I ..111 FrZgrai ney of P"se
1,-112 In %LK 'torch ',e,elf- idmiu. 1eVef 9! II 0, 9Il f ferent st hoof toner al To st ioinillre Once/month or I eta % ,systems in bout:, On. eit.00k or los-,

... Ivigtern Michigan :tor.. tl,,,,, ,!,. ,,,,,, ....
1 1 ISprin5 1(171 DiiIv -

RI 17- Ill "!

"oth. PodneN , 1 lent 'fruit 'So a 1e nit it 'stern
MI...tilt. rt0 Prot lies of t fi. hosors, Pro, eedinf's
of the First Intern it in tit Cold( rive e on Student
Drug 1urvevs., `few -Jersey. September 12.-15,
1971. pp. 55- fib light t shed. 1972. by Dardood Publishing
omp my. 51 toil r tl Drive, Farmingdale, r:4 York 11715.

Non

Ito' doivi ar the 01.1 on &in. us. "for r tIiw i I(, 11 purl. ise ." Imola in Tibl
, in 1, ntp. r tit tits: a efngwnl. le ifs!' nvr, 1111 1701111,i is of 111111111111. the Ittl

to the Flea on, rent nid t .r aloft 01 1r ei - 1111 11010, tie al, 100 tin
to drug abuse.

The six school hystemu no re in middle ela.ss sidoirbs of Flint. Detroit -ma pouf fat, ;if
t tie students who ro,tionded to the quest loon lire were h r select Joh f ron the total se

A Anonym tv of the re%pondont, n.au preserved.

Isailif Ion 'surveyed
Stud..rit . in gra It,
7-12 to the 'tools
of Importrq ,
Dernird
Plverside (mad les.
talltorni 1971

Data
t Ion

Pe_gion Tet _
II a it it Anonymous

quest toxin lire

figmbe r of
Resigie lent,
Boy,. Il.29
(.tt 11.: 111.211

Digital ID sour e orpor it ton. A Sidel f or Cr imin d
n..}..tin P. anni .111rol . if r.

-.elegy! 'curve; 1.1n11 Report prep tr-i for Tri-
nwt./ 1 Oily, Il at, t n,11111 to e. 'githean

lilt °rot., it tun t 1 0,arenc,t,. DWI t
1-1,,r loo. .t 11 I IP Y4,111,11.1,

svUr 1.,.` 1'11. 111 t,r1111 9,1:0'. III.
12, 1'771.

(")

'any fig_71' Y"T

9
I0
11

s

Pei-Lent 1611 01 fli.popile

Mari ,2,1 to t 1.sD "nrig t t
Enos tins

1.0 1.2 6.0 3.
29.1 15.7 3.2 I. 10.9 10.
11.' ?LI i.6 5.0 111.9 13.

.5 14.1 19.6 5./ .1 18.
t 7.4 lg.? 17.
..11 17.0 22.0 9.0 ... '9.0 27.

The t 011 Ited lboye ire t ound in lab les VIII -' through
IV-15 in tad report. The school 01st t 4, t is referred to as "111:
Is pp trent v a . ode n f or 1 dl .trr t tong adored to be repr4,
ri county Irea at ed ureter Vopill tt. t 'aut./oyes!". fir study!

onIt r t ti rte. ilfittuti to .how how drug use pat terns might be Inv:
1111. .t 11;1t I 41 001.1111110 dot ermine the leels of drug ,151. Elf
.11,01%.

ibt ti. used nel to survey 111 taidents presnnt on ft
p in I, 1p if s. hook. The gne..t tone I I re, reproduced in the rep

, 1-4111111t111., 'III V th. Ion lief .nary Er, p. rgit t he fri
11 . 111 11,t t ,111, 11014 tt I (r. Wel I 1, fluor br ikdowns b.

I jr r ,1 "co, or tW1, ," o tO 11111e t "ten 0:



Data
Ceog. (ollection Number of
Region Te5fin flue_ Rcsrondent s lir, to ota P tllo. toofoto , t 350 no s ,, pt (s,.. Ants 'alt /1 i . ', III 1 3,.
EaS t i 1 -iten 4,101 Freauclo y of 11,e
North self -admin. ' i 93 9; 94 92
Central -.."14"q11"11"1"-- 0o(e/mouth or le,s

13 3 4
,,
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Once/week or less > 1 3

1
Hort, titan otho./5A t c. 3 1 1 I 1 1

11111)11 I 1

Pero 11,11; i` Oi .1`,11/111,11!

cA

nt Drug 1htc.c. Is 3ont least-ern
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Anonymity of the respondents was preserved.

Percent igt of Re ,ponicnts

Item No. ;6

Data
Collect ion lumber of may U11,1111 1st/ \nit 113111W.; licroin

Population Surveyed Region re( botany Re,ponCents 13021. ('iris hoys I,, r Is car re.5, 131t

Students in RI' lr I' in if is Anonymous Ross: 11,429 Any Cue Our Ing_yist Year
7-12 in the schools g'e't loan tire (Ar: 11.251 cr hie 7

.1,7 5.5 1.0 1.2 6.17 1.1 1.7 0.2
of imperial, San :0.1 14.7 1.2 1. 3 10.9 10.0 0.2 1.0
Bernardino, and 9 11.2 21.1 1.6 .0 17.9 18.0 2.I
Riverside ( °out le 3, 10 42.4 38.3 10.6 .7 19.7 18.9 3.4 1.5
California 1971 11 41.6 '9.5 10.4 7.4 18.7 17.0 '.4 0.9
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Data

Geog. Collection

Population Surveyed Region Technique Sample Size

StWents in grades Mountain Two self-

6-12 in the public admin.

ZIchoola of Jefferson question-

County, Colorado naires

April 1971 (aee NOTES)

Marijuana Hallucinogens

Total: 1562 At Least Minimal Current Use

Males: 808 Males 20.3 8.5

Females: 754 Females 15.8 7.7

Grade 6: 266 Total 18.1 8.1

7: 232 Grade Level

8: 232 6th 2.6 0.8

9: 239 7th 9.5 5.2

10: 191 8th 16.4 9.1

11: 198 9th 19.2 7.9

12i 204 10th 20.9 11.0

11th 29.3 9.1

12th 35.3 16.7

Possible Abusive Current Use

Males 4.1 3.3

Females 2.0 2.3

Total 3.1 2.8

Grade Level
-CUT 0.0, 0.0

7th 0.9 0.8

8th 3.9 4.3

9th 2.1 3.3

10th 3.7 4.2

11th 2.0 3.0

12th 10.3 4.4

REFERENCE

Braucht, C. Nicholas and Berry, K. L., A Survey of

Drug Using Behavior in Jefferson County, Colorado,

Public Schools. Mimeo, 69 p., prepared by Social

Science Systems, Inc. for Jefferson County School

District No. 1, Donald E. Shaw, Coordinator of Drug

Education, April 1971.

NOTES

61
Percentage of Respondents

Amphetamines Barbiturates,

8.4 6.6,

8.1 5.8

8.3 6.2

2.6 t.9

6.0 4.3

9.5 7.8

7.9 7.1

9.9 7.9

10.1 7.1

13.7 8.8

1.9 2.2

1.7 1.3

1.8 1.7

0.4 0.4

1.3 0.9

2.2 3.0

1.7 2.5

2.1 2.6

1.0 0.5

4.4 3.0

The data on extent of use of illegal drugs tabulated above are found in Summary Ts

IV of this report. The term "At Least Minimal Current Use" means use one or more times

definition of "Possible Abusive Current Use" varies by drug; for marijuana, it means us

year; for the other drugs it means 10 or-more times per year. In Section III of the r

by the following usage categories: 1-2 times per year, 3-9 times per year, 10+ times

year. The data are also classified by articulation areas, which are areas correspondin

and the junior and elementary schools feeding into it.
The survey was based on a random sample stratified by articulation area and grade.1

ministered to one randomly selected class in each stratum. Differences in sample size

ences in class Size, absenteeism on the day of the survey, and the fact that one of the

not participate. Each student questionnaire consisted of two parts, one of which was f

teacher. The teacher's portion (completed first) included information (in coded form) 0

to drug education, and ratings of the student's school achievement and social behavior.)

of the individual students was preserved.
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Mountain

t)

Data
Collection

Sample Size
At Least Minimal Current Use

(25112,,jpla Halluclnogena

Percentage of Respondents

OpiatesAmpherasInes Barbiturates

Two se l - Total: 1562

admin. Males: 808 Males 20.3 8.5 8.4 6.6h 4.2

question- . Females: 754 Females 15.8 7.7 8.1 5.8 3.3

nacres Grade 6: 266 Total 18.1 8.1 8.3 6.2 3.8

(see NOTES) 7: 232 Grade Level

8: 232 6th . 2.6 0.8 2.6 1.9 1.9

9: 239 7th 9.5 5.2 6.0 4.3 2.6

10: 191 8th 16.4 9.1 9.5 7.8 3.9

11: 198 9th 19.2 7.9 7.9 7.1 4.2

... 12: 204 10th 20.9 11.0 9.9 7.9 4.2

11th 29.3 9.1 10.1 7.1 4.0

12th 35.3 16.7 13.7 8.8 6.4

Possible Abusive Current Use
Hales 4.1 3.3 1.9 2.2 1.4

Females 2.0 2.3 1.7 1.3 0.7

Total 3.1 2.8 1.8 1.7 1.0

Grade Level
0.0 0.0 0.4 0.4 1.2

----gar
7th 0.9 0.8 1.3 0.9 0.0

8th 3.9 4.3 2.2 3.0 1.3

9th 2.1 3.3 1.7 2.5 0.8

10th 3.7 4.2 2.1 2.6 1.0

11th 2.0 3.0 1.0 0.5 1.0

12th 10.3 4.4 4.4 3.0 2.0

NOTES

Item No. 27

Inhalants

11.4
10.2

10.8

15.8
13,8
13,4
14.E
8.4

4.0
2.5

1.9
0.7
1.4

1.9
1.3
2.6
1.7

0.0
1.0

0.5

Perry, K. L., A Survey of
The data on extent of use of illegal

drugs tabulated above are found in Summary Tables 1, 2, and 3 in Section

Jefferson Count Colorado, IV of this report. The term "At Least Minimal Current
Use means use one or mere times per year, while the

, 69 p., prepared by Social
definition of "Possible Abusive Current

Use varies by drug; for marijuana, it means use 50 or more times per

for Jefferson County School
year; for the other drugs it means 10 or more times per year. In Section III of the report, breakdowns are given

8, Shaw, Coordinator of Drug
by the following usage categories:

1-2 times per year, 3-9 times per year,
10+ times per year and 50+ times per

year. The data are also classified by articulation
areas, which are areas corresponding to one senior high school

and the Junior and elementary schools feeding into it.

The survey was based on a random sample stratified by articulation area and grade. Questionnaires were ad-

ministered to one randomly selected class in each stratum.
Differences in sample size by grade were due to differ-

ences in class size, absenteeism on the day of the survey, and the fact that one of the aeniorhigh schools did

not paraapate. Each student questionnaire consisted of two
parts, one of which was filled out by the classroom

teacher. The teacher's portion (completed
first) included information (in coded

form) on class grade level, exposure

to drug education, and ratings of the student's school achievement and social behavior. Anonymity of the responses

of the individual students was preserved.



Population Surveyed

Data
Collection
Technique_

Geographical
Region

Sample
Size School Marijuana LSD

Other
psychedelics

Percentage of Respondents

Methedrine

Amphet-
amines

Barbi-
turates

v

More than 35,000 Questionnaire East Coast 866 A Ever tried 45.7 13.9 16.1 10.2 15.9 17.2

students in 19 senior Nov using 23.9 1.5 1.6 1.3 4.0 4.7

and 6 Junior high West Coast 1,512 B Ever tried 46.9 17.7 19.3 15.1 21.4 19.7
schools in the East, Nov using 22.8 2.8 4.6 3.2 3.6 2.6
Midvest, South and
Fir West.

Midvest 1,966 C Ever tried
Nov using

37.1

18.3

9.S
1.7

12.1

2.8

10.5

2.7

11.8

2.7
13.8
3.0

Spring 1971.
East Coast 1,636 D Ever tried 36.2 9.5 11.6 8.3 18.0 19.3

Nov using 19.7 1.4 2.1 0.8 5.8 8:0
West Coast 1,196 E Ever tried 52.2 15.2 20.2 12.2 32.8 31.0

Nov using 24.0 1.3 3.8 2.5 8.2 6.6
Midvest 3,747 F Ever tried 34.1 10.3 16.2 14.4 15.7 18.2

Nov using 16.7 1.2 5.4 4.8 4.2 4.3

East Coast 973 C Ever tried 28.2 7.7 7.9 8.6 11.7 14.3
Nov using 11.1 0.9 0.9 1.9 3.3 4.3

West Coast 2,724 H Ever tried 26.5 8.5 11.2 11.5 13.9 14.2
Nov using 10.7 1.7 2.2 2.6 2.6 3.0

East Coast 2,993 I Ever tried 44.0 10.4 10.1 11.0 20.5 22.2
Nov using 21.2 0.6 0.9 0.6 4.6 4.8

East Coast 2,827 J Ever tried 39.3 9.1 11.3 8.7 17.5 20.9
Nov using 18.4 0.8 1.4 1.1 3.5 4.7

...4,5t Coast 1,056 K Ever tried 44.9 15.6 16.5 15.3 23.9 23.9
Nov using 22.1 1.2 3.6 3.3 5.1 4.6

foutheast 947 1. Ever tried 22.7 9.2 8.1 9.0 11.3 13.0

1

Nov using 9.1 ' 1.1 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.9
L.,

L.)

.;cutheast 686 H Ever tried 29.7 9.7 10.9 10.1 12.3 13.1

Hidwet 1,341 N
Nov using

Ever tried
14.0
49.1

0.3

17.5

0.8

17.7

1.0

18.6

2.0
20.4

1.7

24.5

-....,

Nov using 25.7 2.5 3.4 4.5 4.9 4.6

Southeast 649 0 Ever tried 22.7 9.1, 9.4 8.6 11.0 11.2
Nov using 6.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 1.4 2.1

Midwest 2,356 P Ever tried 36.9 9.1 8.9 7.8 12.1 13.6
Nov using 11.0 0.4 0.4 0.5 1.5 1.4

East Coast 2,264 Q Ever tried 36.4 8.7 8.0 8.5 12.6 16.0
Nov using 14.3 1.1 0.8 0.8 2.1 3.9

West Coast G22 R Ever tried 55.9 21.1 23.4 17.6 30.1 30.2

Vest Coast 1,324 S

Nov using
dEver tried

30.0
58.3

2.2

20.7
4.6
19.6

3.6

13.0
4.6
19.5

5.0

23.0
Nov using 25.4 1.9 1.4 1.0 3.2 2.9

East Coast 486 T Ever tried 12.9 3.2 2.8 0.4 2.8 3.4
a Now using 5.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0

East Coast 649 U Ever tried 8.4 3.6 4.1 2.7 4.4 4.7
Nov using 2.3 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.9 1.4

Vest Coast 780 V Ever tried 35.9 10.4 13.8 7.9 22.1 25.2
Nov using 19.6 0.5 1.9 1.0 5.9 9.3

West Coast 349 W Ever tried 15.4 8.3 11.1 10.0 16.2 20.5
Nov using 16.5 0.6 1.5 0.9 3.6 5.1

West Coast 285 X Ever tried 30.7 14.3 12.9 9.2 17.4 19.6
Nov using , 9.9 0.8 1.6 0:4 0.8 3.6

East Coast 1,036 Y Ever tried 15.2 5.5 6.0 5.4 10.0 ' 10.9
Nov using 5.1 0.7 1.3 1.0 2.1 3.4

REFERENCE

Elinson, Jack, A Study of Teen-Age Drug Behavior. Summary Progress Report covering the
period 9/1/71 through 6/10/72 prepared by College of Physicians and Surgeons, Columbia
University for the National Institute of Mental Health under Grant Number MH-17589-03,
June 1972.

NOTES

Cited above are the data on the extent of drug use found in this]
The term "Nov using" is an abbreviation for "Used 3 or more times in
were chosen purposively in selected communities with presumably diffel
behavior. With the exception of schools R, W, and X, which required 1
students could.pareieipate, the numbers of participating students (saq
reflection of the numbers of students in attendance on the day of the
respondents vas preserved, and the schools are not identified. In tel
schools A through S are high schools, T through Y are junior high schl
middle class suburban; D, E, and F are middle/lower-middle class subul
I, J, K, L, H, and N are large city predominantly white; and 0 PA Q,
black or ethnically mixed.



ilata

llection
echni ue

stionnaire

Geographical
Region

Simple

Size School m....Eatiana 12
Other

psychedelics

Percentage of Respondents

Cocaine Heroin

Item No. 28

InhalantsMethedrine

Amphet-
amines

Barbi-
turates

East Coast 866 A Ever tried 45.7 13.9 16.1 10.2 15.9 17.2 8.2 6.0 11.7

Now using 23.9 1.5 1.6 1.3 4.0 4.7 1.2 0.2 0.4

West Coast 1,512 IS
Ever tried 46.9 17.7 19.3 15.1 21.4 19.7 10.4 4.9 A0.0

Now using 22.8 2.8 4.6 3.2 3.6 2.6 1.1 0.2 0.4

Midwest 1,966 C Ever tried 37.1 9.S 12.1 10.5 11.8 13.8 9.9 3.6 9.2

Nov using 18.3 1.7 2.8 2.7 2.7 3.0 1.0 0.6 0.7

East Coast 1,636 D Ever tried 36.2 9.5 11.6 8.3 18.0 5.0 2.7 8.5

Now using 19.7 1.4 2.1 0.8 5.8

_19.3
8.0 0.7 0.4 0.4

West Coast 1,196 E Ever tried 52.2 15.2 20.2 12.2 32.8 31.0 8.9 5.6 12.4

Now using 24.0 1.3 3.8 2.5 8.2 8.6 0.8 0.4 0.1

Midwest 3,747 F Ever tried 34.1 10.3 16.2 14.4 15.7 18.2 8.2 4.7 12.6

Now using 16.7 1.2 5.4 4.8 4.2 4.3 0.6 0.6 1.1

East Coast 973 C Ever tried 28.2 7.7 7.9 8.6 11.7 14.3 6.7 4.8 11.6

Now using 11.1 0.9 0.9 1.9 3.3 4.3 0.9 0.5 0.7

West Coast 2,724 H Ever tried 26.5 8.5 11.2 11.5 13.9 14.2 5.8 4.9 8.3

Nov using 10.7 1.7 2.2 2.6 2.6 3.0 0.5 0.1 1.1

East Coast 2,993 I Ever tried 44.0 10.4 10.1 11.0 20.5 22.2 8.7 5.5 11.0

Now using 21.2 0.6 0.9 0.6 4.6 4.8 1.0 0.8 0.4

East Coast 2,827 J Ever tried 39.3 9.1 11.3 8.7 17.5 20.9 8.4 6.7 11.9

Now using 18.4 0.8 1.4 1.1 3.5 4.7 0.8 1.3 0.4

West Coast 1,056 K Ever tried 44.9 15.6 16.5 15.3 23.9 23.9 6.6 5.4 9.3

Now using 22.1 1.2 3.6 3.3 5.1 4.6 0.4 0.3 0.5

Southeast 947 L Ever tried 22.7 9.2 8.1 9.0 11.3 13.0 7.1 5.1 9.6

Now using 9.1 1.3 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.9 1.3 0.3 1.0

Southeast 686 M Ever tried 29.7 9.7 10.9 10.1 12.3 13.1 8.1 5.0 7.1

Now using 14.0 0.3 0.8 1.0 2.0 1.7 0.4 0.1 0.2

Midwest 1,341 N Ever tried 49.1 17.5 17.7 18.6 20.4 24.5 9.5 5.9 12.8

Nov using 25.7 2.5 3.4 4.5 4.9 4.6 1.2 0.5 0.6

Southeast 649 0 Ever tried 22.7 9.1 9.4 8.6 11.0 11.2 11.4 8.7 11.7

Now using 6.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 1.4 2.1 1.2 0.6 1.5

Midwest 2,356 P Ever tried 36.9 9.1 8.9 7.8 12.1 13.6 10.2 6.5 7.0

Now using 13.0 0.4 0.4 0.5 1.5 1.4 0.2 0.5 0.5

East Coast 2,264 Q Ever tried 36.4 8.7 8.0 8.5 12.6 16.0 10.4 8.6 10.2

Now using 14.3 1.1 0.8 0.8 2.1 3.9 0.9 2.1 0.4

West Coast 422 R Ever tried 55.9 21.1 23.4 17.6 30.1 30.2 8.0 4.6 14.5

Now using 30.0 2.2 i..6 3.6 4.6 5.0 1.4 0.0 0.9

West Coast 1,324 S Ever tried 58.3 20.7 19.6 13.0 19.5 23.0 13.8 8.2 8.1

Now using 25.4 1.9 1.4 1.0 3.2 2.9 1.7 1.0 0.8

East Coast 486 T Ever tried 12.9 3.2 2.8 0.4 2.8 3.4 1.5 1.5 7.1

Nov using 5.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2

East Coast 649 U Ever tried 8.4 3.6 4.1 2.7 4.4 4.7 4.2 2.7 8.4

Now using 2.3 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.9 1.4 0.6 o.t 1.9

West Coast 780 V Ever tried 35.9 10.4 13.8 7.9 22.1 25.2 9.7 3.9 11.6

Now using 19.6 0.5 1.9 1.0 5.9 9.3 0.i 0.1 0.9

West Coast 349 w Ever tried 35.4 8.3 11.1 10.0 16.2 20.5 6.2 3.3 14.6

Nov using 16.5 0.6 1.5 0.9 3.6 5.1 0.6 0.0 2.1

West Coast 285 X Ever tried 30.7 14.3 12.9 9.8 17.4 19.6 10.5 10.2 27.1

Now usi , 9.9 0.8 1.6 0.4 0.8 3.6 0.8 0.8 3.0

East Coast 1,036 Y Ever t..ed 15.2 5.5 6.0 5.4 10.0 10.9 7.4 5.6 16.3

Nov using 5.1 0.7 1.3 1.0 2.1 3.4 1.3 1.7 2.8

Teen-A e Dru Behavior. Summary Progress Report covering the

/72 prepared by College of Physicians and Surgeons, Columbia
at Institute of Mental Health under Grant Number MB-17589-03.

E3

NOTES

Cited above are the data on the extent of drug use found in this report (Appendix 2, Table 20).
The term "Now using" is an abbreviation for "Used 3 or more times in last 2 months". The schools

were chosen purposively in selected communities with presumably differing patterns of youthful drug

behavior. With the exception of schools R, W. and X, which required written parental consent before
students could Participue, the numbers of participating students (sample sizes cited above) are s
reflection of the numbers of students in attendance on the day of the survey. Anonymity of the

respondents was preserved, and the schools are not identified. In terms of a broad classification,
schools A through S are high schools, T through Y are junior high schools; A, B. and C are upper
middle class suburban; D, E. and F ere middle/lower-middle class suburban; C and H are small city;
I, J. K, L, H, and N are large city predominantly white; and 0 P4 Q. K, and S are large city,

black or ethnically nixed. o



64
Ibr,,tit 1 e of R. polidentf,

Clog. Isp of Number It Total Number (2)
11111u. hwy. n Stimulant, Bar

Forniation surveyed Kelton School syaccfn Schools Foroilment Participatfps trade to .te Hai lift in 1 I..,0 l'a i I Ins AFOUVE . En.athe or.)1

H* F*MIMIMFHE 11

student% in (.radon South County Unit 9 1911 1316 (692) 9 Experiment...11Y 4.0 1.4 1.6 0.6 1.7 0.1 1.6 1.7 1.4 1.4 1.9

9-12 in 10 county
*M: 676 OcLasionallY 1.9 1.4 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.5 1.6 _0.6 1.1 0.4 1.8

unit and 20 =wpm-
F: 640 Often 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.6 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.3 0.8 0.6 0.9

ate school district
10 1511 1121 (741) 10 Experimentally 1.4 1.2 2.n 0.8 0.4 0.8 2.3 1.7 0,4 1.2 1.9

high schools and
M: 527 Occasionally 3.6 1.5 0.8 1.7 0.6 0.3 2.1 1.2 0.8 1.7 1.1

.treahmen and sopho-
F: 594 Often 1.3 1.2 0.4 0.8 0.6 0.5 0.6 U.S 0.6 1.2 0.8

mores in 12 lunlor
9 1268 'via (78t) 11 Exportentally 4.3 3.2 2.4 1.5 2.1 1.8 1.5 1.8 2.9 0.) 2.9

colleges in
/1: 462 Occasionally 2.8 2.0 1.1 0.5 0.4 0.1 2.1 0.9 1.9 1.5 2.5

Mississippi
F: 528 Often 3.2 2,0 0.6 0.9 0.6 9.2 I.) 1,1 1.8 0.8 1.0

1971
10 1127 843 (752) 12 Experimentally 4.6 1.9 1.9 0.6 i.4 0.6 ..1 1.4 2.2 1.1 2.1

H: 367 Occasionally 4.1 1.1 0.8 0.4 .1.0 0.4 1.1 0.4 0.0 (1.2 0.5

F: 476 Often 1.9 0.2 0.0 0.4 1.4 0.0 6.8 0.4 0.8 0.5 0.

.

Soli,lr II% S 11401 g 2262 1947 (86.2) 9 ExperImentillv 5.4 2.0 1.2 0.7 1.0 0.5 1.5 1.7 1.4 0.7 2.

histrt,t i

H: 940 Occasionally 2.5 1.5 0.9 0.1 0.1 II.) 1.2 1.1 7.3 1.4 b.

E: 1007 Often 1.4 1.0 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.5 0.4 0.9 0.3 O.

IS 5214 1063 (59%) 10 Experimentally 4.8 2.6 1.2 I.. 1.3 0.5 1.0 1.6 1.5 0.5 2.

H: 1464 Occasional,: 3.0 1.3 1.4 0.9 0.9 0.4 1.6 0.7 1.1 1.8 1.

F: 1599 Often 2.5 1.4 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.1 0.5 0.2 O./ 0.9 O.

lb 5824 3191 (552) II Experfm,ntally 7.4 4.2 3.3 0.9 1.7 1.0 3.9 1.9 2.6 0.6 3.

El: 1527 Occasionally 5.2 2.5 0.9 0.4 1.1 0 3 204 1.3 1.9 1.2 1

F: 1664 Often 3.9 1.5 1.1 0.5 0.7 0.2 0.9 0.3 0.6 0.7 1

20 5414 3107 (5621 I? fsperimeotally 6.7 3.4 2.6 1.3 2 3 1.3 4.9 1.8 2.5 1.2 3.

H: 1469 Occasionally 6.5 2.4 1.9 0,) 1.4 0.9 ).1 2.1 2.1 0.9 3

I: 1638 Often 5.9 2.4 1.4 0.6 1.2 0.3 1.4 0.8 0.9 0.5 I

Innior College 11

12

4462 1617 (36%) Fresh- Experimentally 7.9 2.5 4.3 0.6 2.4 0.6 4,8 1.3 9 4.

31: 820 lean Occasionally 6.3 2.1 0.9 0.1 1.9 0.1 1.9 2,0 2.0 1.1 2.

F: 797 Often 4.7 0.6 1.1 0.1 0.9 0,0 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.1 1

3126 1215 (39") Soplto- ExperirstntaIly 10.5 2.7 2.5 0.7 3.0 1.0 1.6 2.) 2.) 0.5 3.

H: 666 core occasionally 7.2 3.0 2.5 0.7 1.9 0.0 5.8 2.1 1,0 2.0 2,

1.*: 549 Of ten 5.4 (1.5 0.7 0.1 0.4 0.0 1.0 0.) 0.6 0.5 0.

1111681

Itainvoer, Home' F. and Malone. Howard, stacewidy
Nar.ofies VS, .Sorne.i of /00 eb6a1

and Innfor Coll,.e_"icudent
HissIssippi kalif Coast junior tAleva. Fer1Onston.

His.issippl, 1971.
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above ..moiiftion. The -.boo!. w.t, o I,', i.J n In. ba of 61 Iftirmat

vitatioa to partillpat. No iutla-maion I. vin,n s. to the pothIpa

ForaIttion oof..4 Fetlion

All thre, hiyh school,. 104 -Atl

and tour middle schools
in Wilmington (Delaware)
School District
Spring 1971

(oNmoolt,

(Fop.)

(HS
09,009/

Oita
,o11,.110.1

le31.11,193_

69 -flea

self-a161u.

questaonufire

lople
SILL

3,03.6 Es,ro

Ouitt.rs
Nonusers
No Information

REFERENtE

W119on, Robert A. anJ smith, Brenda 8., Drns Vac In the Wilmington 4.1664 vsre A study

of Druktse &mond Junior and Senior 11igh school Student,. Divislon of Prban Affairs,

Ilieersity of Delaware, New irk, Delaware, Hay 1972.

i't I. 1,I IZ II P. p...b 0.6

11.611,s inozen , %116olant6 D. pre . no , fp( it k Sp

Atm- fiutni 130 ((((or loyhet . ot In r ti trbl t . t r "el. 16 i obi or Ittt 8711

1.9 2.4 1.0 4.7 1.1 2,6 2.

7. 3.0 2.1 ,.2 1 8 '.5 2.3 3.

74.8 81.9 85.6 80.5 82.4 6..8 84.'. 83.

lo.o 10.7 10.3 10.1 10 S 10./ 10.', 10.

8017s
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64

Type of
Se14001 Sy..tes

hunker ot T'1..1

ticpilokx knr)11alent

Nonl..t (41

Participating )a.ole 1:.w

County Volt 1911 inn (690 9 Experimental!,

H: 676 Occasional;
640 Often

10 1511 1121 (7451 0 Fop.r1wcnt.1111,

H: 527 Occasionally

F: 594 Often

9 1268 990 (78%) II, txpertutnt411y

H: 462 Occasionally

F: 528 Often

lo 1127 841 (75%) 12 FxperimentalY

M: 167 Occasionally

476 Often

Sepal' ii School 2262 194 7 (86%) 9 txperimxntillv

DIstrkt
4: 940 Occasionally

1007 Often

IS 5214 1061 (59%) I° Experinnta s

4: 1464 OCC3,lonilly

F: 599' Often

16 5826 1111 (56%) II Exnetimentally

4: 1527 Occasionally

F: 1664 Often

20 '010 3107 (567%) 12 Experimentally

469 Occasionally

F: 1618 Often

Junior ( 01 tote 11 4462 1617 Mt) Fresh- Exptrimantally

Ft: 420 man 0ccaslon1115

F: 797 Often

12 3126 1215 (3911 :4440- Experim.ntallv

H: 666 mate Oscasiona s

1, 549 ott.o

1.011.8

Ski
e, Novard '1. vale Dar. .t1.4, r. .1 611:6

8nt cal/

Mississippi toll toast Junior iyilce. Fat4anton.
,t1..e 11,1 . I

fialloefo.een

fllilui,, I',4

310 17 H F

4.0 1.4 1.6 0.6

1.9 1.5 0.7 0.8

1.5 1.0 0.7 0.6

1.4 3.2 2.a 0.8

3.0 1.5 0.,4 .7
1.1 1 2 0.4 0.8

4.1 1.2 2.3 1.5

2.8 2.0 1.t 0.5

3.2 0 0.8 0.5

4.6 1.9 1.9 0.6

4.1 1.1 0.8 0.4

.9, 0.2 0.0 0...

5.4

2.5

1.4

4.8

1.0

2.5
7.4

5.2

1.9

6.7

6.5
5.9

7.9

6.3
4.7

10.5

7.2

5.4

2.0
1.5
1.0

2.6

1.3

.4
4.2

2.5
1.5
1.4

2.4
2.4

1.2
0.9
0.5
.2
1.4

0.6
1.1
0.9
1.1

2.6
1.9
1.4

0.1
0.7

0.6

.2
0.9

0.5
0.9
0.4

0.5
1.3
0.3
0.6

.Itt 4 4I 441

F

.7
0.7
0.i
0.4

0.6
0.6
2.
0,4

0.6
1.4

0.0
1.4

1.0
0,1

0.2

1.1
0.9

0.7

1.7

1.1

0.7

2,3
.4
1.2

0.1
0.5
0.1

0.8
1.1

0.5
1.8

0.7
0.1

0.6

0.4
0.0

0.5
0.2
O. I

0.5
0.4

0.1

1.0

0.3
0.2

1.1
0 9
0.1

65

Aralhet. to, OtteHFHF
1.6 .7 1.5 1.4

1.6 0.6 1.1 0.'.

0.i 0.) 0.$ 0.),

2.1 1.7 0.4 1.2

2.1 I.? 0.8 1 /

0.6 0.5 0.6 .2

.5 2.8 2.9 0.4

2,1 0.9 1.11 1.5

1.1 1.1 1.3 0.5

4.1 1.5 2.I 1.1

1.1 0.4 0.0 0.2

0.8 0.; 0.8 0.3

I.; 1.7

1.2 1.1

0.5, 0.4

1.d 1.6

1.6 0.7

0.5 0.2
3.9 1.9

2.4 I.)

0.9 0.3
4.9 1,8

1.1 2.1

1.4 0.n

1.4

1.1

0.9

.5
1.2

0.!

2 6

.9
0.6
2.5

2.
0.9

0.1

1.4

0.1

0.5
.8
0.9
0 A

1.2

0.7

1.2

0.9
0.5

2.5 4.3 0.6 2.4 0.6 4.8 1.1 2 )

0.9 0.1 (.9 0.1 (.9 2.0 1.1

11.6 1.1 0.1 0.9 0.0 0.7 9.; 8.8 0.1

:.7 2.5 0.2 1.0 1.0 / 2." 2.1 0.

1.0 2.5 0.7 1.9 0.0 5.8 2.1 1.0 0

11.5 (1.7 0.1 0.4 0.0 1.0 0.1 0 h 0..

H atAlletc: 141.114.

kla.. nf

ot at

H

1 0.6

4.11 0.1

'0,9 0.1

1.9 0.7

1.1 0.8

0.8 0.7

2.4 i.

2.5 1.
1.0 0.7

1.3

0.5 0.6
048 0.'

2.7 .0
0,5 1.1

OA 0.8
2.0 0.7

1.2 1.4

0.5 0.4

3.11 1.5

1.3' 1.'

.0 0.1
1.94 .2
4.4 1 1.5

1.1 ,0.4

2.4 A.
1.0 0.1

3.6 1.0

2.7 2.0

0.4 4.3

Item ho. 29

7.4r

H I

(.s
0 0 0.1
0.4 0,6

1.7 1.5

0.4 0.1

0.2 0.0
1.9 0.6

0.4 0.6

0.6 0.4

1.6 0.2

0.3 0.6
0.5 0.0

0.8
0.2

0.6

.5
0.2
0.2

1.3

1.0
0.6

.6
1.2

0.5

1.2.

0,6
0.4

I.)
0.7

0.0

0.5

0.3
0.2
0.5

0.0
0.
0.)

0.6
0.3
0.4

0.4
0.2

0.0
0.1

0.0
0.1

0.0
0.0

7.7
1.6

3.2
4.8
0.9
2.9
5.6
.9
2.4
4,6
.1

2.9
3.9
0.8
2.2
4.1

0.7
4.3
5.9
1.3

3.4

4.6
1.8

1.1

3.
0.7
1.5

4.2.

0.6

all .1' I L, Ilu 1 t I. el.* t .4 01 I II t,4 Oft

V8611 ks., .141(1 IVe ,1,,, pr all a 1 I tOrli .1,1! Ill the
110141 ,44 re 3. it t, 3 f I t 'II I It, it 1 lc I., ,,p.nest I" .):1 /11-

VII 1(1,1 (0 1 art 14 aotort...tten 10.11 I. 1 I I, V"! /, *sat., 4.0r, et...-.en.

5.6

1.3

2.2

6.2

1.2

2.0

4.9
0.7

0.2
3.
0.4

1.4

4.0
.0
1.9

4.9

1.1

1.6

4.3
0.4

1.8

3.4

2.0

4.5
2.6
0.5
1.2

5.6
0.1

Doi
Communit 4.1..ttoo

Atka (Fop.) 104010e

City
(80.009)

69-it4m
s411-tAmin.
questionnaire

8., Drug Use In the Wilmington
Hi h School ',Indents, Division of Urban Affairs,

011144

S12
M.,11i0101 1 9

1.7164 r.
1.9 2.4

0ul inn 7. 1.0

470011,4
7... 81 4

N. inforxtion
10.0 0 I

scho,4) A 'tot

t..1.1,

1441 444.1

are, tiiyr 1972.

n

Other

.0

2.1

8).8
10.1

Feat .1.1 I Pot ...I ,1
5110 I 44r. ot

Otl.r dt101.4 111,3

4.1

).1

80.3

10.1

1.2

1 8

/2.4

10.5

' 4

A..11
if, 1 10,,

1t4m No. 10

b.. t

1.4

63 71

10.6

) H

2 0
95 7

0.5

fatt.A.1.

11,1
8.9

69./

10.5

1 t 0'4 .0 the scat, lit 441, . at. I it, t .n 37. ilo ..n 1 at0t4d about 50

I. r,,tt ..1 tto fot(or ,Ift I ,I11101 11141, 411) lo, 1 Lqi. 1., 1161f the sprinF of

1971. A, In$8):411.8, I> 218cp 1, 10 L06 ,,



Data
Collection

Population Surveyed Technique

Students, grades Self-admin.

8-12 in the public question-
schools of ,a large naire
New England city.
January 1971

REFUENCE

Kollins, Joan H. and Holden,
aaymond a., "Adoles,ent
Drug Use and the Alienation
Syndrome." Journal of Drug
Education, Vol. 2, No. 3,

pp. 249-261, September 1972.

fu

N,
58

229

268
236

165

40

211

90

160

506

738
170

18

22

13

4

Percentage of Res ondent

Mari- Other t

Frequency of Use ,tuana LSD Hallucinogens Amphetamines Babitura.

5.0

2.6

5.0

4.9

6.7

7.1

11.7

11.3

71.6

74.1
73.1

70.3
72

10.8
7.7

9.2

9.9
7.8

One or more tires a dqz
Males 12.9 2.6 3.2 3.6

Females 5.8 0.4 0.4 4.1

Once or twice a-week
Males 10.6 2.4 2.6 5.3

Females 9.2 1.5 2.1 2.8

A few times a month
Males 10.8 5.5 3.8 6.3

Females 8.8 2.6 2.1 4.5

Only once or a few times
Males 13.5 7.1 7.9 9.5

Females 10.5 4.7 5.8 13.1

Never used
Males 52.1 82.3 82.4 75.4

Females 65.6 90.8 89.5 75.6

Whites 58.8 87.0 75.2

Blacks 53.8 80.1 71.5

All Students 58 85 85 74

Daily and Weekly Use
Glade 8 16.2 5.5 6.3 11.7

9 14.9 4.9 5.0 7.0

10 20.3 3.6 3.9 7.9

11 24.1 4.4 5.0 8.6

12 23.6 2.4 3.6 4.8

Daily and Weekly Use
by Father's Occupation
Unemployed 26.5 7.7 5.7 9.4

Workman 20.2 4.0 5.3 7.2

Service, Clerical worker 19.1 3.8 4.2 8.0

Proprietor, manager, tech., etc. 21.1 5.2 4.3 9.5

Professional 20.1 5.1 8.0 11.8

Daily and Weekly Use
by Level of Aspiration
for Education
Dropout of high school 28.2 12.8 10.3 18.4

Finish high school 23.2 7.0 7.0 12.8

Get vocational training 18.2 4.6 7.0 13.8

Junior college 22.0 5.0 4.3 9.3

Four-year college 13.0 2.6 3.6 5.2

Daily and Weekly Use
by Adult Family
Constellation
Vother and Father
1
Mother only

17.8

24.7

2.8
8.4

3.9

6.0

6.9

12.6

Father only 27.8 5.6 16.7 5.6

Other relative 31.6 10.6 10.6 15.8

Other 36.4 16.7 7.7 36.4

NOTES

18.2

10.6

7.7
9.5

11.3

21.1

14.0
12.8

8.0

7.0

7.7

12.0
5.6

21.0
46.2

Presented apove are the data on frequency of drug use tabulated in this paper. Cluste

on a random selection of groups (in this case classrooms) from the population being studied
sample of approximately 15 percent (1,000 pupils) of the enrollment in grades 8-12. The s

certain categories in the above tabulation are shown in the column headed "N". Breakdowns

categories are not given in the paper.
Students responding to the questionnaire were assured of their anonymity. The testing,

advance.

6



rveved

des

Data

Collection
Technique Frequency of Use

Nari-
uana LSD

Other
Hallucinogens

Percentage of Respondents

Heroin

Item No. 31

Glue Sniffing
Amphetamines Barbiturates

Self-admin. One or more times a day

blic question- Males
12.9 2.6 3.2 3.6 5.0 2.2 4.7

large

ity.

naire Females
Once or twice a week

5.8 0.4 0.4 4.1 2.6 1.9 2.6

Males
10.6 2.4 2.6 5.3 5.0 2.6 4.1

Females
9.2 1.5 2.1 2.8 4.9 1.7 2.4

A few tines amonth
:!ales

10.3 5.3" y.8 6.3 6.7 4.1 3.5

Females
8.8 _2.6 '2.1 4.5 7.1 1.1 2.6

Only oncq or .1 few times

:tales
13.5 7.1 7.9 9.5 11.7 3.2 10.9

Females
10.5 4.7 5.8 13.1 11.3 1.5 7.1

Never used
Hales

52.1 82.3 82.4 75.4- 71.6 87.8 76.8

Females
65.6 90.8 89.5 75.6 74.1 93.8 85.4

Whites 58.0 87.0
75.2 73.1 93.0 83.2

Blacks 53.3 80.1 71.5 70.3 76.4 77.8

All Students ,,.

58 65 85 74 72 90 80

Daily and Weekly Use
Grade 8 16.2 5.5 4. 6.3 11.7 10.8 8.3 11.3

9
14.9 4.9 5.0 7.0 7.7 5.0 7.2

10
20.3 3.6 3.9 7.9 9.2 3.6 8.0

11
24.1 4.4 5.0 8.6 9.9 4.4 4.3

12
23.6 2.4 3.6 4.8 7.8. 2.4 4.8

:4,

58

Daily andWeekly Use

26.5 7.7 5.7 9.4 18.: 2.0 7.7
by Father's Occupation

Unemployed

229 Workman
20.2 4.0 5.3 7.2 10. 7.6 10.4

268 Service. Clerical worker
19.1 3.8 4.2 8.0 7. 4.2 6.2

236 Proprietor, manager, tech., etc. 21.1 5.2 4.3 9.5 9. 4.8 7.5

165 Professional
20.1 5.1 8.0 11.8 11.3 5.7 7.6

Daily and Weekly Use
by Level of Aspiration
for Education

40 Dropout of high school
28.2 12.8 10.3 1.V.4 21.1 10.3 18.0

211 Finish high school
23.2 7.0 7.0 12.8 14.0 7.0 11.0

90 Get vocational training
18.2 4.6 7.0 13.8 12.8 5.8 11.7

160 Junior college
22.0 5.0 4.3 9.3 8.0 6.3 7.5

506 Four-year college
18.0 2.6 3.6 5.2 7.0 3.2 4.8

Daily and Weekly Use
by Adult Family

Constellation
738 Mother and Father

17.8 2.8 3.9 6.9 7.7 4.5 6.3

170 Mother only
24.7 8.4 6.0 12.6 12.0 4.8 9.6

IS Father only
27.8 5.6 16.7 5.6 5.6 11.2 11.2

22 Other relative
31.6 10.6 10.6 15.8 21.0 10.6 15.8

11 Other
3F 16.7 7.7 036.4 46.2 16.7 27.3

NOTES

n H. and Holden,

"Adolescent
the Alienation

Journal of Drug

ol. 2, No. 3,
September 197.

6 t)

Presented above are the data on
frequency of drug use tabulated in this paper.

Cluster sampling, 4hich is based

on a random selection of groups (in this case
classrooms) from the population

being studied, was used to select a

sample of approximately 15 percent
(1,000 pupils) of the enrollment in grades 8-12. The sample sizes pertaining to

certain categories in the above tabulation are shown in the column headed "N".
Breakdowns of the saopla by other

categories are not given in the paper.
Students responding to the

questionnaire were assured of their anonymity.
The,testing was not announced 1-

advance. * t)



Data

Ceog. Collection -

Population Surveyed Region Technique Stele Size

Students in the South 12-item City: SOO Never used

junior and senior Atlantic self-admin. County: 1500 Used once or twice

high schools (city
and county) of Wake

questionnaire Used frequently
So response retched

County, North

Carolina
November 1976 (County)

February 1971 (City)

REFERENCE

Carter, James H. and Gregory, Robert J.. "Assessment of the
,Prevalence of Drug Abuse Anong Junior and Senior High School
Students of Wake County. North Carolina." N. S.C. Journal of

Mental Health. Vol. 5, No. 7, pp. 21-75. summer 1971.

NOTES

z.-

item No.

P47;1. "JAir -mdentR

Marijuana Other Drubs

City Couaty CIA) C23-44.2,

159 30 .. 39

22 7 24 6

6 1 s 2

- . 1 1 2

Sho'stn above are the tabulations of the r'espon-es to the

questions on trecuen.y of use of illegal drugs lqueytl,n, 27 an
in the questionnaire ,.std in this sursev. "Other drugs" refers

..drugs such at: Atli. speed, pep pills, or herein." "::ity"

refers to the cite of Raleixh. and %stints" refers to Stake Cou

North Carolina%
The 1500 students were rando.ly selected from all of the

Junior and senior h:gh school in the county school system.
OestionnAlres were tdsiniatered by the homeroom teacher during

A "60.seroOn period". The survey was carried out simulteneoualy
throughout the -.aunty school system. and assurances were gin t

the students recanting thef.onfidentiality of their Ve9P0114411.
sane r.luctance on the 'art of city school officials. the city
participated approximately live month.. later. The questionner
the proposed method of aeministration were tie some as In the c

schools. &wryer. the .10y respondents were allowed Yo'take th
questionnaires hams ^.-- right and

411
t- urn them the following

Population Surveyed
Students 1n grades

9-12 in 28 high
schools in the
vicinity of Phoenix.
Arizona
January 1471

Data

Grog, Collection Number of

Reston Technique Ressendent.s

lioutain Anonymous Approximately

questionnaire 9,000

REFLRESCF

Phoenix tazette. "Teens Believe Drug Problem Crows." Tip -

Oft 11* Tee in ihoenixOpinions. Facts. Fancies. Student

%awes reprinted from Teen Gazette, The Phoenix Gazette.

P. 0. Box 1950, Phoenix, Arizona 85001, 1969. 197! pp, 11-15.

P.rcrt41:e of Se.- ndrnts

".?).!_ia LSI Amphetamines

Freshmen 19 S

Sophomores 28 10 14

Juniors 12 11 15

Seniors , 16 12 II

Total 28 9 If

1968 Total 14.

kqeestion not asked in 1968 survey

Coifs

It

14

15

1:

t

3

S

6

5
6

The figures cited above are the tibulated fr.p,n-e- t *fo. 0., '1,1 '11A.t s,. taken ...

THAT APPLY)," which was part of the Dross and Ofinktna ,e,ti ,n t t4i ,or., Waff,etasines we

as including speed; addictive drugs !minded ..fri.. aNipNine. ,..-41er. .f.. lit ,ererst data

of drugs are conveyed in the tibulati responsas t,, tn, p.,,.ti, Na , ,, tses jr,,,,. The

of percentage of itespondetts. arc shown below.
Fr. so .h, Jr, I Tan '1 Total

Never 7$ 67 45 h.:
. . 81

Once, for an experissuo 4 9 3 lq 5 6

Several times 12 14 ;0 1,

Habitually 2 . a 4.
1

Other drug-related question in tots section of the curses peria.ned orintons an! attitua 41

drug laws, and means of dealin with the drug problei.
The survey sewers.' approximately fifteen percent of es,h grate le.el fu the 78 particips.

Student participation was conpletely volautirs and 4n4n..ttious, questionntire. were administered

during a class period. Result, were edited by newspaper peronntl ani tat.41.te4 by Telford.



Data
Ceog. Collection

ulation Surveyed Region e Technique_ SaFple Size

ents in the South 32-item City: 500

for and senior Atlantic se.f-admin. County: 1500

h schools (city cp.estionnaire

county) of Wake .

nty, North ...

lina
tuber 1970 (County)

rusty 1971 (City)

ERENCE

tdr, James H. and Gregory, Robert J., "Assessment of the
valence of Drug Abuse Among Junior and Senior High School

dents of Wake County, North Carolina." N. C. Journal of

tal Health, pl. 5. No. 3. pp. 21 -35, Summer 1971.

Data

Ceog. Collection Number of

Region Technique Respondents

Mbutain Anonymous Approximately

questionnaire 9,000

Believe Drug Problem Crows." Tip-

tx--Opinions, Facts, Fancies, Student

Teen Gazette,,The Phoenix Gazette,
x, Arizona 85001, 1969, 1971 pp. 13-15.

114

'o (tem No. 327
1 4

Percentage of Respondents

Marijuana Other Drugs -

City County ,City. County

Never used 68 89 70 39

Used once or twice 22 . 7 24 6

Used frequently 6 3 .5 2

No response received 4 ,1) 1 2

fix":.

NOTES /''
'

.

SI :

. ; .

Shown above are the tabulations'of the resperjes to the two

tr

questions on freq utcy of use of illegal drugs,(questions 37.and 28)

in the questionna e used in this survey. "Other drugs" refers to

"...drugs such as. acid, speed, pep pills, or heroin." "Irty" .-

refers to the city of Raleigh, and "County" refers to Wake CoubtO" .
North Carolina.

The 1500 students were randomly selected fromalt:ofithe e

ool'.nystem.

teacl,gt &tang
t simultaneously . '

junior and senior high schools in the county
Questionnaires were administered by the ho

a "homeroom period". The survey was carri
throughout the county school system, and assi antes were given to

the students regarding the Confidentialtty."Of their responses. After

some reluctance on the part of city school officials, the city sclsools
particiNted approximately five months later. The qttstionnaire and

the proposed method of administration were the same as in the county .

schools. However, the city respondents were allowed to take their

questionnaires hoar' over night and to return then the following dny. 4.

Percentage of Respondents

t

11.Z111.au LSE Amphetamin9s Barbiturates

Freshmen 19 5 8 7

Sophomores 28 10 14 13

Juniors 32 11 15 14

Seniors 36 12 18 15

Total 28 9 13 , 12

1968 Total 14 * *

*question not asked in 1963 survey

NOTES

Addictive Drugs

3

5

5

4

t

None of These
73

66

64

59

66

3 71

The fngures cited above are the tabulated responses to the question: "Have you taken: ... (ANSWER ALL

THAT APPLY)," which was part of the Drugs and Drinking section of this survey. Amphetamines Were tdentified

as including speed; addictive drugs included heroin, morphine. cocaine, etc More general data on the use

of drugs are conveyed in the tabulated responses to the question: "Have you taken drugir These, in terms

of percentage of respondents. art.; shown below.
Fr. Scuqt. Jr. Sr. Total Jan. 71 Total Oct 68

'lever 78 69 66 62 69 81

Once. for an experiment 8 9 9 10 9 6

Several times 12 18 20 23 18 10

Habitually 2 4 5 5 4 3

Other drug-related questions in this section of the survey pertained to opinions and attitudes on drug usage,

drug laws. and means of dealing with the drug problem.
t The survey covered approximately fifteen percent of each grade level in the 28 participating high schools.

Student participation was completely voluntary and anonymous; questionnaires were administered by teachers

during period. Results were edited by newspaper personnel and tabulated by computer.

.

1
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°mIlaiion Surveyed
Elementary and high
school studencs In
a town inthe
vicinity of Boston.

.MassachoSetis
'May 1971

Data '

Beog. Collectlen Number of
Region Techniqae ..liespondents

`New Anonymous
England questionnaire

480

225

REFERENCE

Wechsler, .Henry and Thum, Denise. Drug Usage Among School-
AgrTouth in the Town of 'Nfineo:. 20 p..

The Medical Foundation, Inc.. 29 Carm5nwealth Avenue. Boston.
Massachusetts 02116, Otiober 21, 1971. '

Any 6;during 1970-71 School Year
6th Crale
7th Crale
8th Grade
High Schocl

NOTES

Mari uana

4

9
30

46

Percentage of Respondents

d
LSD Amphetamines ,Soarbiturates Cough Syrup

1

1 5

3 7

12

2

5

9
14

5

4

4

rhe data shown above arc found in Table 1 in this report. "Cough syimp" refers to the`
kicks" The report also gives estimates of the Extent of drug use obtained fro: parents,

Questionnaires were distributed in a sample of "home rooms" a; each grade level. The
r00.7.3 core asked by graduate students, or in some cases, students from their own school to
(In no instance were teachers present when the questionnaires were diftributed or being fil
assured their answer-1 would be anonymous and were Instructed not to write their names on a
Almost all the students in the selected home rooms, who were present on the day the questi
completed the questionnaire.

`

Ceog. '

Population Surveyed' Region
Junior and senior New
high school :students 5ngland
In a city in the
viciaity of Boston.
Massachusetts
Pal 1974e

...NAEFERENd.: .

Data
C011eAtion Nasber of
Technive Rdtpoolents
Anonymous 1.300 Students under 15 rears of age
questionnaire Any use Curing 1970

Use five or more times during 1970

We.hsler. len), and Thug: Denise. The Ext&it 0' Dug Uwe
in the73. Public Schools. flime7.7-13a-.

the N.di,:clnondation. Inc., 14(7aBilaicalth A..ea,
Boston, Mascachusetts 02116. September 24, 19'1

* "1:1-lyinamts deleted at author's reqae.t.

ri 1

ti

itudents IS years of age and oJe
Any use during 1970
Use live or more times during 1970

Percentage of Respondents

Marijuana LSD Amphetamines Barbiturates Cough Syrup

12.9

5.9

40.3

26.3

4.7 7.3
1.2 2.4

9.3., 15,7
3.4 6.7

8.0 12.3
3.2 1.3

15.9 7.9

6.1 1.2

1

E1A,

NOTES

The data shown above are taken from Tables 1 and 2 in this report. The figures for "us
during 1970" are given in those tables as percentages of the users, whereas in the above tab
shown as percentages of the respondents in each classification. "Cough Syrup" refers to the
"for kicks". The report also gives esymstes.of the extent of drug use obtained from parent
personnel. as well as from students.

Questionnaires were distributed in a sample of "home rooms" at each grade level. Studs
r00.13 were asked by graduate students, or in some cases, students from their own school to c
questionnaires. (In nooinstance were'teachers present when the questionnaires were distribu
filled out.) Students were assured their answers would be anonymous and were instructed nit
names on any part el the questionnaire. Almost all the students in the selected hoot rooms,
on the day the questionnaire was distributed, completed the questionnaire.

r
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Ices no. 34

Data
Collection "umber of ...

on Technique Respondents

Anonymous
ad questionnaire

480

2;5

nise. Drug Csaee Among School-
. Mimeo.. 20 P..

29 Commonwealth Avenue, Boston, .
er 21, 1971.

.

Any use during 1970-71 School Soar
HArilLaria

4
9

30

46

Lab

1

1

3

8

PerrealszEsUys-otdents

3sroin

0
0
1

2

Clue Sniffing_'Amphetamines Barbiturates Cough .!,vrep

1

5

7

12

2

5

9

14

5

1

4

4

9

8

9
4

1

)

n

6th Grade
7th Grade

4th Grade
High School

NOTES

.

The data shown above are found in Table 1 in this report "Cough syrup" refers to the use of sough syrup "for
kicks". The report also hives estimates of the extent of drop, use obtained from parents, as veil as from students.

Questionnaires were dtstribusbetn a sampie of "home rooms" at cash grade ievel. The students in these home
coo= were asked by graduate students, or insane cases, students ;run their own school to complete the questionnaires.
(In no instance ere teachers present when the questionnaires were distributed or being filled out.) Students ,ere
assured chair Ipswers would be anonymous and were instructed not to write their namds on any part of the questionnaire.
Almost all the students in the ;elected' home rooms, who were present on the.day the questionnaire.was distributed,
cormletedthe questionnaire.

Data
Collection 'Number of

on Technique Respondents
Anonymous 1,100

and questionnaire

enise, The Extent or Drug ose
tic Schoo1-ffico..

., 29 Coamomwea.th Avenue,
6, September 24. 1971.

thor's request.

Item be. 35

Studin:s under 15 years of age
Hari uana LSD

Percertsge of Isiendents

Hcroih Glue rLaffinAmphetamines Barbiturates .9,44, san

Any use during 1970 , 12.9 4.7 7.3 8.0 12.3 1.1 14.9

Use five or more times during 1970 5.$ 1.2 2.4 3.2 1.7 1.1 3.0

Students 15 years of age and over
Any use during 1970 , 40.1 9.3 15.7 15.9 7.1 4.8 8.4
Use five or more times during 1970 26.3' 3:4 1.7 6.1 1.2 * 1.4 2.6

NOTES

The data shown above are taken frog rabies 1 and 2 ip this report. The fiNores for "use ..ve or more times
during 1970" are g..en in those tabl:s as per,entages of the osers, whereas in the above tabulation they arc
shown as percentages of the respondents in each classificatioa, "Cough Syrup refers to the us+ of cough syrup

"for kicks". The report also gives estimates of the extent of drug use obtained from parents mad school
personnel, as well as from students.

questionnaires were digaibuted in a sanple of :home rooms" at each grade level. Students in these home
rooms were asked by graduate students, or in sone eases. students (rem their own school to complete the
questionnaires. (in no instance were teachers' present when cue questionnaires were distributed or being

filled cut.) Students were assured their answers would be anonymous and were instructed nor 0 write their
names on any part of the questionnaire. Almost all :jee students in the selected home rooms, who were present
ova the day the questionnaire vas distributed, completed the questionnaire.

p
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Population Surveyed

Geog.

Region

North
Central

Community

*_Itpe

Data
Collection
Technique

Sample

Size

13,603
(Varies

slightly
with drug
type)

Use During Last 3 Months
Twice/month or less

Cr. 9
Cr. 10
Cr. 11
Cr. 12

All Students
Once/week or more

Gr. 9
Cr. 10
Gr. 11
Cr. 12

All Students

Any Use
Class of 1971

As Freshmen (1967)
As Sophomores (1968)
As Juniors (1969)
As Seniors (1970)
Class of 1972
As Freshmen (1968)
As Sophomores (1969)
As Juniors (1970)
Class of 1973
As Freshmen (1969)
As Sophomores (1970)
Class of 1974
As Freshmen (19701

Users (1970)
Freshmen
Sophomores
Juniors
Seniors
All Students

Male
Female

Mari tons Psychedelics

Percentage of Respondents
-Amphet-

amines

3.3
6.3
5.8

6.7

5.4

0.8
2.0

2.2

2.3

1.6

2.9
4.9
6.9

9.3

3.3
5.7

8.8

4.8
8.8

4.8

Barbit-

orates

3.1
4.3

4.2

5.3
4.2

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.7
0.7

0.7
1.6

2.7

5.6

1.1

1.3

5.1

2.0

4.5

2.5

5.S

9.2
8.'

8.2

7.8

7.5

6.0

Solvents

All students in the
six high schools of
Township Hies School
District 214, in the

vicinity of AtliflA-

ton Heights. Ulinois
December 1970

S6burban 76 -item

self-admin.

questionnaire
6.1

9.9
12.2

14.2

10.2

3.4

6.5
8.7

12.0
7.2

5.2
10.5

18.3

26.9

6.8
13.6

21.5

10.1
16.5

9.4

5.0
7.4

10.7

15.6
9.1

11.0
7.3

2.8

5.3
5.7

6.6

4.9

0.6
1.4
1.4

1.1

1.2

2.1

4.2

7.3

9 0

2.4

5.'

8.1

4.2
7.4

3.8

0.9

1.9
1.8
2.5
1.7
7.4
1.1

3.4

3.5
2.4

1.8
2.9

0.5
0.7

0.5
0.1

0.5

Heroin,

REFERENCE

Sehaps, Eric: sanders, Clinton; and Hughes. Patrick,
oistrict 214 0,1,g Abuse Survey: An interim

Report. Epidemiology Unit, Illinois Drug buse Program, Department of Psychiatry, University'

of Chicago, Chicago. Illinois, June 1971.

NOTES

The data cited above are derived from a sample comprising approxia

target population. Nwever, the authors arc Properly cautious in stat:

not allow them to generalize their findings to the entire student body

hidden sources of bian due to absenteeism on the lays of the survey, f

to return answer sheets, and the unusable nature of some of the answer

very reasonable efforts here lode to obtain valid and reliable data, 4.

that the sample was in man) respects representatite of the target popu

N



Data

=unity Collection Sample

type Technique Size -

burban 76-item 13,603 Use During Last 3 Months

self-admin. (Varies Twice/month or less

questionnaire slightly
Cr. 9

with drug Cr. 10

type)
Cr. 11

Cr. 12

All Students

Once /week or more
Cr. 9
Cr. 10
Cr. 11
Cr. 12

All Students

Any Use
Class of 1971

As Freshmen (1967)
As Sophomores (1968)
As Juniors (1969)
As Seniors
Class of 1972
As Freshmen (1968)
As Sophomores (1969)
As Juniors (1970)
Class of 1973
As Freshmen (1969)
As Sophomores (1970)
Class of 1974
As Freshmen (1970)

Users (1970)
Freshmen
Sophomores
Juniors

Seniors'
All Students

Male
Female

and Hughes, Patrick, District
214 Drug Abuse Survey: An Interim

nois Drug Abuse Program, Department of Psychiatry, University

une 1971.

Item No. 16

Percentage of Respondents

:larilunnn Psychedelics Amphet- Barbit- Solvents Narcotics

amines orates
Heroin, Morphine Other

6.1

9.9
12.2

14.2
10.2

2.8

5.3

5.7

6.6
4.9

3.3

6.3
5.8

6.7
5.4

3.1 3.4

4.3 3.5

4.2 2.4

5.3 1.8

4.2 2.9

3.4 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.5

6.5 1.4 2.0 0.7 0.7

8.7 1.4 2.2 0.8 0.5

1z.0 1.1 2.3 0.7 0.1

7.2 1.2 1.6 0.7 0.5

5.2
10.5
18.3
26.9

6.8
13.6
21.5

10.1
16.5

2.1
4.2
7.1

9.0

2.4

5.0
8.1

4.2
7.4

2.9
4.9
6.9
9.3

1.3
5.7
8.8

0.7
1.6

3.7

5.6

1.1

3.3

5.1

4.8 2.0

8.8 4.5

9.4 3.8 4.8 2.5

5.0
7.4

10.7
15.6
9.1
11.0
7.3

0.9
1.9

1.8
2.5
1.7

2.4

1.1

5.5
9.2

8.7
8.2

7.8
7.5
8.0

0.1
0.1
0.7
1.5

0.4
1.1

1.9

2.5

0.3 0.5

0.6 1.5

1.1 2.1

0.3
1,0

0.5
1.2

0.7 0.6

1.2

1.9

2,5
3.0
2.1
2.2

NOTES

The data cited above are derived from a sample comprising
approximately 85 percent of the

target population.
However, the auttiors are properly

cautious in stating that the results do

not allow them to generalize
their findings to the entire student body under study. There are

hidden sources of bias due to
absenteeism on the days of the survey, failure of some students

to return answer sheets, and the
unusable nature of some of the answer sheets received. However,

very reasonable efforts were made to obtain valid and reliable
data, and the report indicates

that the sample was in many respects
representative of the target population.



Population Surveyed

All Students Grades
7-12 in 49 schools
in Delaware,
including two
private and six
parochial schools.
Fall. 1970

Data
Percentage of Respondents

Depressants Opiates
Ceog. Community Collection Sample Hallucinogens Stimulants

Region Size (Pop.) Technique. 114X---
MarlIuana L. 9ther Amohet, Other ambit, Trans, 'Luau

Mid -Atl Various 35-item . 31,882 Users 6.8 1.4 1.5 .2.7 1.6 0.7 1.1

self-admin. ' Quitters 6.1 2.0 1.4 4.0 2.4 0.8 1.5

questionnaire Nonusers 83.0 91.7 92.2 88.6 91.0 93.6 92.4

No information. 4.0 4.8 4.9 4.7 5.0 5.0 5.0

Users: Male
Female

Quitters: Male
Female

Nonusers: Male
Female

,,No Information: Male
Female

Ever Used: Gr. 7 2.7 0.8 0.6 1.8 1.1 0.6 O.

Cr. 8 5.7 1.4.-1.2 3.1 1.8 1.0 1.

Cr. 9 10.0 2.2 1.7 5.7 3.2 0.9 2.

Cr. 10 16.1 4.0 3.4 8.7 5.5 1.7 3.

Cr. 11 21.3 5.5 4.9 10.5 6.7 1.7 3.

Cr. 12 27.1 8.4 7.0 15.5 7.2 2.9 7.

REFERENCE

Wilson, Robert A Drug Use in Delaware: A Study of Junior and Senior High School Students.

Division of Urban Affairs, Univer!4ty of Delaware, Newark, Delaware, December 1971.

(In the report these data are broken down by three counties and the ci

NOTES

The sample, -which comprises approximately 50 percent of the state'
including both public and private schools, is considered by the author

whole state. Adequate measures to ensure confidentiality of the indiv
validity checks lethe questionnaire enhance the credibility of the re

'L . -
?

Data I. Percentage of Respondents

Geog. Community Collection Sample Hallucinogensli I. Stimulants Depressants Opiates

Population Surveyed Region Size (Pop.) Technique Size Hari uana LSD' Other Anphet. Other Barbit. Tranq. Heroin Oche

All students Grades Hid-Atl Rural 35-item * Users 2.2 0.8 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.8

7-12 in a particular
rural school district

(24,397) self-admin. Quitters

questionnaire
3.2 0.5 0.5 2.2 1.7 0.4

Fall 1970
. Ever Used: Gr. 7 3.0 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5

Gr. 8 0.6 --- --- 1.1 0.6 --- - --

Gr. 9 3.3 --- --- 0.8 --- --- --
Gr. 10 7.3 2.4 2.4 4.0 3.2 0.8 0:8

Gr. 11 9.9 0.9 ,p.9 6.3 6.3 --- 0.9

'Gr. 12 13.3 4.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 3.1 4.1

All students Grades Hid -Atl Suburban 35-item Users
...

10.6 1.4 2.2 2.9 1.5 0.4 1.0

7-12 in a particular
suburban school dis-

(42,000) self-aclln. Quitters

upr. mid. questionnaire
8.2 3.2 2.6 6.0 2.9 0.9 2.2

trict cl. Ever Used: Gr: 7 3.7 0.2 0.4 2.5 1.0 0.1 0.4

Fall 1970 cr: 8 8.6 0.8 1.7 4.4 1.9 0.7 1.5

* not stated explicitly; varies between Gr. 9 14.4 3.3 2:9 6.3 3.0 1.2 2.0

grades and from question to question due Gr. 10 23.1 5.3 5.8 11.5 5.4 1.0 4.2

to non.response -0' Gr. 11 28.8 6.2 6.7 7.8 6.6 1.6 4.5

Gr. 12 40.2 13.3 13.8 10.6 8.9 3.9 7.0

ar.FEaetiCE

Londergan, Susan: Wilson, Robert A.; and McGrath, John H., "Patterns of Drug Use Among
Adolescents in a Rural Community and in a Suburban Community"., 41p.. Paper presented at
1971 Rural Sociological Society Meeting, Denver, Colorado (ED 052-882).

714

NOTES

This study is part of a statewide survey (see Item 37). The die

by the authors td be typical, respectively. of rural ant suburban die

census classifications). Good provision lids made for confidentiality

and internal checks were made for the consistency of responses.

,12/1
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Item No. 37

-Community
OfOu
Collection Sample

Hallucinogens

Percentage of Respondents
Spec.Subat. TotalStimulants Depressants Opiates

SizeL(Po_p_a Technique Size Madluand La Other Amphet, ahmr. lamthig, Trsno, mere% Other out curt

Various 35-item 31,882 .. Users
6.8 1.4 1.5 2.7 1.6 0.7 1.1 -1.0 0.9 8.3

self-admin. Quitters 6.1 2.0 1.4 4.0 2.4 0.8 1.5 3.6 1.8 8.3

questionnaire Nonusers 83.0 91.7 92.2 88.6 91.0 93.6 92.4 90.5 92.4 79.3

No information 4.0 4.8 4.9 4.7 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.9 5.0 4.2

Users: Male
9.3

Female
6.9

Quitters: Male
9.0

Female
7.2

Nonusers: Male
76.7

Female
82.4

No Information: Male
5.0

Female
3.5

Ever Used: Cr. 7 2.7 0.8 0.6 1.8 1.1 0.6 0.8 2.9 1.7

Cr. 8 5.7 1.4 1.2 3.1 1.8 1.0 1.3 4.9 2.0

Cr. 9 10.0 2.2 1.7 5.7 312 0.9 2.0 5.0 2.8

Cr. 10 16.1 4.0 3.4 8.7 5.5 1.7 3.9 5.3 3.2

Cr. 11 21.3 5.5 4.9 10.5 6.7 1.7 3.5 5.4 3.4

Cr. 12 27.1 8.4 7.0 15.5 7.2 2.9 7.7 4.6 2.6

laware: A Study of Junior and Senior High School Students.

ratty of Delaware, Newark, Delaware. December 1971.

(In the report these data are broken down by three counties and the city of Wilmington)

,

NOTES

The sample, which comprises approximately 50 percent of the state's total student population,

including both public and private schools, is considered by the authors to be representative of the

whole state. Adequate measures to ensure confidentiality of the individual responses, and built-in

validity checks in the questionnaire enhance the credibility of the results.

Data
Community Collection Sample

Size (Pop.) Technique Size

Hallucinogens
tiorilua29,' La Other

Stimulants
Aephet.

Percentage of Respondents
Opiates

Heroin Ot' )r

Item

Spec.Subst
Clue

No.

Other

38

TotaL.Depressants

Other Barblt. Trawl.

Rural 35-item .* Users 2.2 ',,0.8 0.6 0.d 0.8 0.9 0.8 0.6 0.8 2./

(24,397) self-admin. Quitters

questionnaire

3.2 , 1'0.5 0.5 2.2 2.7 0.4 3.0 0.6 5.5

Ever Used:

'.,

Cr.

Cr.

7

8

3.0
0.6

1.5
---

1.5',
---

1.5

1.1

1.5

0.6

1.5
---

1.5
---

2.2

1.7

1.5

---

3.1

3.4

Cr. 9 3.3 --- 0.8 --- --- --- 2.5 --- 5.8

Cr. 10 7.3 2.4 2.4 4.0 3.2 0.8 0.8 7.3 1.6 8.9

Cr. 11 , 9.9 0.9 0.9 6.3 6.3 --- 0.9 3.6 1.8 13.5

Cr. 12 13.3 4.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 3.1 4.1 5.1 3.1 19.4

Suburban 35 -item * Users 10.6 1.4 2.2 2.9 1.5 0.4 1.0 0.7 0.7 11.3

(42,000) self-admin. Quitters

upr. mid. questionnaire

cl. Ever Used: Cr. 7

8.2

3.7

3.2

0.2

2.6

0.4

6.0

2.5

2.9

1.0

0.9

0.1

2.2

0.4

4.2

3.0

2.3

1.5

10.2

6.4

Cr. 8 8.6 0.8 1.7 4.4 1.9 0.7 1.5 4.7 2.4 12.5

* not stated explicitly; varies between Cr. 9 14.4 3.3 2.9 6.3 3.0 1.2 2.0 5.6 4.7 17.5

grades and from question to question due Cr. 10 23.1 5.3 5.8 11.5 5.4 1.0 4.2 4.4 3.1 25.2

to non-response Cr. 11 28.8 6.2 6.7 7.8 6.6 1.6 4.5 6.6 4.0 31.2

Gr. 12 40.2 13.3 13.8 10.6 8.9 3.9 7.0 5.2 2.7 41.8

rt A.; ar .eGrath, John H., "Patterns of Drug Use Among

ty and in a Suburban Community". 41p.; Paper presented at

y Meeting, Denver, Colorado (ED 052-882).

7(1

NOTES

...This study it part of a statewide survey (see Item 37). The districts selected aro considered

by the authors to be typical, respectively, of rural and suburban districts (using Bureau of the

Census classifications). Good provision was made for confidentiality of the individual responses,

and internal checks were made for the consistency of responses.
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Data

Ceog. Community Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Region Size (pop) Technique Size

Percentage of Respondents

Halluci- Anphet- Barbi-

nyllans Dams amines curates Narcotics

Students in Grades 7-1: in New City (37,000) Questionnaire 450 Senior High 25 8 12 4

Woburn, Massachusetts, England Cr. 12

Winter 1970.
Cr. 11

Gr. 10
Junior High 9 2 3 2 1

Cr. 9

Cr. 8
Cr. 7

Total

aEFERENCE NOTES

Celineau, Victor A.; lake, Linda A.; Novick, Karen N.; and Camp, Joy M., Report of the The above is a compilation of the quantitative information on drag

Youth Study to the Woburn Community. Mimeo, 12 p., Division of Drug Rehabilitation, The column headed "Any Drug" refers to those who reported any use of d

Department of Mental Health, Boston, Mass., April 9, 1971. purposes. Blank spaces indicate the absunee of information in the repo

r
ten ferment of the Woburn school population, but no details are given
Neither the questionnaire nor any descriptive details on it ore given
say that it was carefully constructed and pretested, and had been used
Anonymity of the respondents was preserved.

Data

Ceog. Community Collection Number of

Population Surveyed Region Size (pop) Technique Respondents*

All students in public and Mid-AU
private junior and senior
high schools (Grades 7-12)
in Syracuse City School
District in upstate New
York. May 1970.

City Self-admin. 2,594

(197,000) questionnaire 2,543

* Number of respondents shown, by
grade and by other drug use
according to marijuana use, do
not add to total number of
respondents (15,158), since
unknown responses wore not
included in the datranalysisr,,,

2,834

2,556
2,489
2,026

6,320
6,869

1,126

732

Liasljtana LSD

Percentage of Respondents

Speed Pep Pills

Ever Used: Cr. 7 2.5 1.0 0.6 2.5

Cr. 8 4.6 1.9 1,4 3.6

Cr. 9 9.7 4.0 2.5 7.7

Cr. 10 13.9 . 5.1 4.2 8.9

Cr. 11 20.0 6.1 5.0 10.0

Cr. 12 25.5 6.5 5.6 11.7

Overall 12.1 4.0 3.1 7.2

Now Using: Cr. 7 1.1 0.5 0.3 0.9

Cr. 8 1.6 0.7 0.4 1.0

Cr. 9 i.8 2.1 1.0 2.7

Cr. 10 8.5 2.6 1.7 2.5

Cr. 11 11.3 3.6 1.9 3.1

Cr. 12 13.3 2.7 2.0 3.1

Overall 6.5 .._2.0 1.2 2.2

Tried other drugs but
never tried marijuana:

Male 0.8 0.5 2.6

Female

tried other drugs of
those who tried
marijuana:

0.5 0.6 3.5

Male )At least] 32.0 23.3 36.1

Female 1 once f 25.0 22.7 43.3
I

REFERENCE NOTES

Bakst, uean V. and Brill, Leon. Dung Abuse Patterns Among Students in an Upstate New York The questionnaire was administered to all students on the same day

Urban Area. Mimeo, 21 p., New York State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, New York students responding. Validity checks foi internal consistency were pro

City, February 1972. and it appears that confidentiality of the individual responses was ens
Although a breakdown by specific drpg was not provided, it is of ill

at which drug abusers in the 7th-12th grades

Age at Which

began their drug use. rno

Grade Level

Drug_Use Began 7th-8th 9th-10th 1lth-12t

.100.0% inci.oz 100.0%

13 years or less . . . 69.4 18.5 6.0
14-15 years 27.8 67.1 22.6

16 years or more . . . 2.8 14.4 71.4



Data
Percentage of Respondents

Item Ffl.39

Amphet- Barbi-
;cog. Community Collection Sample

Halluci-
Exempt Any

legion Size (pop) Technique Size Mari ulna mama amines turates Narcotics Narcotics Clue plug

kw City (37,000) Questionnaire 450 Senior High 25 8 12 4 35

Ingland
Cr. 12

48

Cr. 11
36

Cr.,10
22

Junior High 9 2 3 2 1 1 1 9

Cr. 9
12

..6 Cr. 8
8

Cr. 7
7

Total
18

NOTES

ids A.; Novick, Karen M.; and Camp, Joy M., Resort of the

punity. Mimeo, 12 p., Division of Drug Rehabilitation,
leston, Hass., April 9, 1971.

The above is a compilation of the quantitative
information on drug use found in this report.

The column headed "Any Drug" refers to those who reported any use of drugs for other than medical

purposes. Blank spaces indicate the absence of information in the report. The sample comprised

ten percent of the Woburn school population,
but no details ate given as to how it was selected.

Neither the questionnaire nor any descriptive details on it are given in the report, except to

say that it was carefully constructed and pretested, and had been used in soveral other studies.

Anonymity of the respondents was preserved.

Data

Ceog. Community Collection

411122 squpopl Technique

Mid-All City Self-admin.

(197,000) questionnaire

%

1

Number of respondents shown, by
grade and by other drug use
according to marijuana use, do
not add to total number of
respondents (15,158), since
unknown responses were not
included 10 the data analysis.

Number of
Marijuana LSD

Percentage of Respondents
Heroin

Item No. 40

VolatilesSpeed. Pep Pills

2,594 Ever Used: Gr. 7 2.5 1.0 0.6 2.5 0.6 15.0

2,543 Gr. 8 4.6 1.9 1.4 3.6 0.5 11.9

2,834 Cr. 9 9.7 4.0 2.5 7.7 0.8 12.0

2,556 Cr. 10 13.9 5.1 4.2 8.9 1.3 9.8

2,489 Gr. 11 20.0 6.1 5.0 10.0 1.7 8.1

2,026 Cr. 12 25.5 6.5 5.6 11.7 2.1 8.6

Overall 12.1 4.0 3.1 7.2 1.2 11.0

Now Using: Gr. 7 1.1 0.5 0.3 0.9 0.3 2.8

Cr. 8 1.6 0.7 0.4 1.0 0.4 2.3

Cr. 9 4.8 2.1 1.0 2.7 0.4 2.2

Gr. 10 8.5 2.6 1.7 2.5 0.7 1.3

Gr. 11 11.3 3.6 1.9 3.1 0.9 1.4

Cr. 12 13.3 2.7 2.0 3.1 1.1 1.3

Overall 6.5 2.0 1.2 2.2 0.6 1.9

Tried other drugs but
never tried marijuana:

6,320 Male 0.8 0.5 2.6 0.3 9.2

6,869 Female 0.5 0.6 3.5 0.1 7.8

Tried other drugs of
those who tried
marijuana:

1,126
732

Mal.
'female

JAt leasl
I once

32.0
25.0

23.3
22.7

36.1

43.3
10.6

6.6

34.3

26.9

NOTES

IUMAbuse Patterns Among Students in an Upstate New York The questionnaire was administered to all students on the same day, with 90 percent of the

York State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, New York students responding. Validity checks for internal consistency were provided in the questionnaire,

and it appears that confidentiality of the individual responses was ensured.

Although a breakdown by specific drug was mot provided, it is of interest to note the ages

at which drug abusers fhvthe 7th-12th grades began their drug use. These are tabulated below.

Age at Which Grade Level

Drug Use Began 7th-8th 9th -loth Itch -12th Total

100.0% i4 100.0% 100.01 loo.o%

13 years or less . . . 69.4 18.5 6.0 20.2

14-15 years 27.8 67.1 22.6 ,}9.3

16 years or more . . . .2.8 14.4 71.4 40.5



Data
Ceog. Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Region Technique Size
Students in grades East Self-admin. 359
9 and 10 in a white Coast questionnaire
middle class sub-
urban school
May 1970

Students in grades
9 through 12 in an
ethnically mixed
inner city school
June 1970

East 11, Self-admin.

Coast questionnaire, 611

REFERENCE

Haberman, Paul W.; Josephson, Eric, lanes, Anne; and
Elinson, Jack, "High School Drug Behavior: A Method-
ological Report on Pilot Studies." Proceedings of
the First International Conference on Student Drug
Surveys, Newark, New Jersey, September 12-15, 1971.
PP. I,03-121. published, 1972 by Baywood Publishing
Company, 47 Central Drive, Farmingdale, New York
11735At,

Percentage of Respondents

Marijuana, Hashish UPS DOWNS
Tried and still use, or stopped using 29 12 13

Ever used one or more times 31 16 13

Tried and still use, or stopped using 21 7 6

Ever used one or more times 24 3 8

NOTES

Cited above are the data on the extent of use of illegal drugs found in this page
refers to Dexedrine, Dexamyl, Benzedrine, etc; DOWNS refers to Nembutal, Seconal, Barb
etc.

The pilot studies reported in this paper were chiefly methodological in purpose.
to help develop the questionnaire to be used in a national survey and to test the effi
of a self-coding procedure for matching students in successive waves of the larger sur

IN...addressed was the extent to which the drug behavior of students absent from school on
NZ4from that reported by those present.

Data
Geog. Collection

ulation Surveyed Region Technique

People of high school Hid-Atl. 78-item _
age in Pennsylvania group-
April and May 1970 admin.

anonymous

question-
noire

Number of
Respondents

Grade 7

8

9

10

11

12

Mari Juana LSD

8

5

7

9

13

13

Percencsge of Respondents
Amphetamines Barbiturates

6,969 9
10

14

17

22

26

14

15

13
15

19
20

16

18

17 '

19

20
20

REFERENCE

Lorimer, George S.; Tucker, Alvin H., and Brown, Ellen F.,
"Drugs and Youth." Pennsylvania's Health, Vol. 31, No. 4,
Winter Issue 1970 and Vol. 32, No. 4, Winter Issue -
1971 (Reprinted by Division of Public Health Education,
Pennsylvania Department of Health, 1971).

NOTES

Rep-oduced above is the tabulation of percentages of respondents ill
of substances by grade found in this report. "Use" ranges from "a few
"almost every day." The report also gives percentages of high-use respe
grade, by socioeconomic level, and by residential environment. Attitude
knowledge of drugs are discussed; composite descriptions are given of ti
user and the potential user of drugs.

The data were obtained in 35 senior and junior high schools in nine
were selected as representing the urban, suburban, and rural and socioee
characteristics of residents of Pennsylvania. Within schools. students
randomly within each of the Six grades. This was accomplished by select
name in the files by grades until the desired sample size was met.

p? '3



Data Percentage of Respondents

Item No. 41

Geog. Collection Sample
Region Technique Size Marijuana, Hashish UPS DOWNS Heroin
East
Coast

Self-admin.
questionnaire

359 Tried and still use, or stopped using 28 12 13 1

Ever used one or more times 31 16 13 1

East Self-admin.
Coast questionnaire 611 Tried and still use, or stopped using 21 3

Ever used one or more times 24 3 8 4

NOTES

Josephson, Eric; Lanes. Anne; and
School Drug Behavior: A Method-

Pilot Studies.' Proceedings of
onal Conference an Student Drug
v Jersey, September 12-15, 1971,
hed, 1972 by Bayvood Publishing
Drive, Farmingdale, New York

Cited above are the data on the extent of use of illegal drugs found in th.s paper (Table 9). UPS

refers to Dexedrine, Dexamyl, Benzedrine, etc, DOWNS refers to Nembutal, Secona12, Barbs, Yelloy Jackets,

etc.

The pilot studies reported in this paper were chiefly methodological in purpose. They were intended
to help develop the questionnaire to be used in a national survey and to test the efficacy and reliability
of a self-coding procedure for matching students in successive Waves of the larger survey. Another issue
addressed was the extent to which the drug behavior of students absent from school on a given day differs
from that reported by those present.

Data
Geog. Collection

lation Surveyed Region Technique

le of high school Hid-Atl. 78-item
in Pennsylvania group-
1 and Hay 1970 Admin.

anonymous

question-
naire

CE

Nenber of
Respondents

6,969

Item No. AZ

Hari uana LSD

Percentage of Respondents
Heroin GlueAmphetamines Barbiturates

Grade 7 9 8 14 16 10 13

8 10 S 15 18 10 12

9 14 13 17 10

10 17 9 15 19 9 11

11 22 13 19 20 10 8

12 26 13 20 20

NOTES

r. 4eorge S., Tucker, Alvin H., and Erknin, Ellen f., ! Reproduced above is the tabulation of percentages of respondents indicating use
gs and Youth." Pennsylvania's Health, Sol. 31, No. 4, of substances by grade found in this report. "Use" ranges from "a few times" through
er Issue - 1970 and Vol. 32, No. 4, Winter Issue - "almost every day." The report also gives percentaghs of high-use respondents by

(Reprinted by Division of Public Health Education, grade, by socioeconomic level, and by residential environment. Attitudes toward and

Sylvania Department of Health, 1971). knowledge of drugs are discussed; composite descriptions are given of the non-user, the

Jn

user and the potential user of drugs.
The data were obtained in S5 senior and junior high schools in nine counties which

were selected as representing the urban, suburban, and rural and socioeconomic level
characteristics of residents of Pennsylvania. Within schools, students were selected
randomly within each of the six grades. This washaccomplished by selecting every fifth

nano in the files by grades until the desired sa/Ple size was met.

7
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Percent in Each School Who ire if

Percent of

Data
Respondents in Percent in Each Ethnically

Ceog. Collection Sample Each Category Category Who are Black Heterogeneous Black

Population Surveyed Region Technique Size (N.535) User.; of Marijuana (N127) (N-73) (N -101)

Students In grades West Interview 535 Sex

10, 11 and 12 in South Male 37.5 32.8 25.0 33.3 18.5

five.schools in the Central

metropolitan area
of Houston, Texas

Female 62.5 17.7

Grade Level

4.6 11.8 0.0

SprIng,1970
10th 39.3 16.8 9.5 4.8 0.0

11th 42.0 31.7 16.7 24.0 6.5

12th 18.6 22.9 15.9 38.5 20.0

Ethnicity
Anglo 39.3 39.2

Black 45.1 10.8

Mexican American 12.5 21.9

Other 1.1 12.5

Family Intactness
Parents living together 76.4 25.6

Parents separated 10.0 17.0

Parents divorced i3.6 18.8

Ftiends' Use of Marijuana
Practically all 11.4 86.7 101.0 50.0 75.0

More than half 8.5 72.7 50.0 100.0 0.0

Only a fey 27.4 24.3 26.3 33.3 12.5

CO
None 19.7 2.9 3.7 9.1 0.0

Don't know 33.0 1.7 0.0 5.9 0.0

Parents' Use of Drugs

Yes 4.4 65.7 0.0 100.0 400.0

No . 63.2 31.4 18.8 40.0 7.4

Don't know 32.4 2.4 0.0 5.4 0.0

REFERENCE
NOTES

Preston, Janes D. and Fry, Patricia A.,
The above data on marijuana use in relation to various sociocultural variables are found in

"Marijuana Use Among Houston High School
The schools had been selected to represent a wide range of socioeconomic and cultural differenc

Students." Social Science Quarterly.
headings in the above table. The following data on regularity of use for the total BamPie (N.53

in the paper:
Vol. 52, pp. 170-178, 1971. Manv times: 11 percent

Several times (more than 3): 7 percent

1-3 times: 6 percent

Within schools, the students selected were those
enrolled in sections of required classes

designated tine. No claim is made by the authors that the sample
is representative of a.1 Hous

were interviewed in groups, and completed individual interview schedules. Anonymity of the reapi
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Geog.
e ed Region
ea West

in South
the Central

ed

as

Item No. 43

Percent in Lach.....J.Fn.ftALILLISMAJIAILIL011_

eercent of
Anglo- Anglo-

Data //
Respondents in Percent in Each Ethnically Lower- Upper -

Collection Sample kach Category Category Who are Black Heterogeneous Black Middle Middle

Technlqu4., Size (N-535) Users of Maatioana (N..127) (1673) --(8.101) ST.111) (11.121)

tnterview 535 Sex
i Male 37.5 32,8 25.0 33.3 18.5 31.6 55.3

i ...Female 62.5 17.7 4.6 U.S 0.0 ?0.5 44.4

- ,-

Grade Level
10th 39.3 16.8 9.5 4.8 0.0 26.4 66.7

11th 42.0 31.7 16.7 24.0 6.5 18.8 47.3

12th 18.6 22.9 15.9 38.5 20.0 20.0 0.0

Ethnicity

Anglo 39.3 39.2

Black 45.1 10.8

Mexican American 12.5 21.9

Other 1.1 12.5

Faulty Intactness
%

Parents living together 76.4 25.6

Parents separated 10.0 17.0

Parents divorced 13.6 18.8

Friends' Use of Marijuana
Practically sll 11.4 86.7 100,0 50.0 75.0 88.2 90.6

More than half 8.5 72.7 50.G 100.0 0.0 80.0 79.2

Only a few 27.4 24.3 26.3 33.3 12.5 25.0 22.5

None 19.7 2.9 3.7 9.1 0.0 0.0 7.1

Don't know 33.0 1.7 0.0 f..9 0.0 5.1 0.0

Parents' Use of Drugs

Yes 4.4 65.2 0,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 56.3

No 63.2 31.4 18.8 40.0 7.4 31.4 56.0

Don't know 32.4 2.4 0.0 5.4 0.0 2.6 5.3

NOTES

D. and Pry, Patricia A.,
Among Houston High School
tat Science arterl

70-178, 1971.

The above data on marijuana use in relation to various
sociocultural variables are found in Table 3 In this paper.

The schools had bZen.selected to represent a wide range of
socioeconomic and cultural differences, as indicated by the

headings in the above tible. The following data on regularity of use for the total sample (N.535) are found in Table 2

in the paper:
Many times: 11 percent

Several times (more than 1% 7 percent

1-3 clues: 6 percent

Within schools. the students ftzlected were those enrolled in
sections of required classes and wno were free at the

designated tine. No claim is made by the authors that the sample is representative of all Houston adolescents. Respondents

were interviewed In groups, and completed individual interview steltedules. Anonymity of the respondents was assured.

le-



Population Surveyed

Public school students in
Grades 8-12 in white, non-
metropolitan, noncollege
communities of the Midwest.
November-Decsacr 1969.

Ceog.

Region

Community

Data

Collection
Technique

Number of
Respondents Marijuana

Percents e of Res ad

Hallucinogens Aaphet

mN' P M F

Mid-West (See Notes) 190-item 4.220 Never Used 83.7 .91.7 91.1 96 0 e'-' 91.8
group-admin. 11:2.131 Once A 4.4 2.6 3.1 1.9 2.5

opinionnaiTe F:2,089 2-4 time; 3.3 2.7 2.2 1.0 2.8

5-7 times 1.8 C.7 1.3 0.8 0.8

8 or more times 6.8 2.7 2.3 0.4 2.1

Ever used by Age
816 13 and under 5 0 3.0
907 14 6.5 5.0
823 15 10.3 6.G
867 16 18.2 9.0
807 17 and over 22.1 9.5

Ever used by
Community Type

1,181 Community A 20.8 10.3

1,909
1,130

Community
Community C

10.6

6.3

6.1

3.4

REFERENCE

Hager. David L.; Vener, Arthur M.: and Stewart, Cyrus S.. "Patterns of Adolescent Drug Use
In Middle America". Journal of Counseling Psychology, Vol. 18, No. 4, pp. 292-297, 1971.

M denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Petiole respondents.

NOTES

The drug categories cited above are dea,cibel In the pope' as

Hallucinogens: LSD, STP. mescaline.
Amphetamines: Benzedrine, Dexedrine. Methedrine,

and Hard Drugs: heroin, cocaine, and morphine.

The "Ever Used" data were obtained by adding the figures given in the p

use categories as cited In the first tabulation above. The survey was
ties, the characteristics of which are described in the we-. The nes

primarily affluent professionals and managers; Community 21 is composed
upper lower class levels; Community C is primarily a working-class end
tions of the three are about the 114,0e (approximately 15.000), and each
and one junior high. Complete anonymity of the respondents was assured

not Identified In the paper. High internal consistency In rho rtspones



0

Item No. 44

Data

Ceog,

Region

Community
Type

. Collection
Technique

Number of
Respondents Mari uane

Percentage of Respondents
lard DrugsNallucino ens Amphetamines

M* F* H F

Eid-West (See Notes) 190-item 4,220 Never Used 83.7 91,7 91.1 96.0 'i1.8 94.8 96.0 98.4

group-admin. *H:2,131 Once 4.4 2.6 3.1 1 ) 2.5 2.2 1.7 0.8

opinionnaire F:2,089 2-4 times 3.3 2.2 2.2 1.0 2.8 1.3 0.8 , 0.4

5-7 times 1.8 0.7 1.3 0.8 0.8 0.4 0.5 0.1

8 or more times ........._....i..8---44" 2.3 0.4 2.1 1.3 0.9 0.2

Ever used-rrge---- .
.

816 13 and under 5.0 3.0 3.3 2.6

907 14 6.5 5.0 4.8 2.8

823 15 1043 6.0 5.8 3.0

867 16 18:2 9.6 9.3 3.0

847 17 and over 22.1 9.5 11.1 2.7
.

.)Ever used by

S Community Type

1,181 Community A 20.8 10.3 9.6 2.9

,909 Community B 10.6 6.1 6.9 3.0

1,130 Community C 6.3 3.4 3.8 2.7

r H.; and Stewart, Cyrus S., "Patterns of Adolescent Drug Use
of Counselin Ps cholo: , Vol. 18, No. 4, pp. 292-297, 1971.

*H denotes Hale respondents. .

F denotes Female respondents.

NOTES

The drag categories cited above are described in the paper as including the following

Hallucinogens: LSD, STP, mescaline,

Amphetamines: Benzedrine, DeledrIne, Hethedrino,

and Hard Drugs: heroin, cocaine, and morphine.

The "Ever Used" data were obtained by adding the figura5 given in the paper for the corresponding

use categories as cited in the first tabulation above. The survey was conducted in three communi-

ties, the charactgiistics of which are described in the paper. The residents of Community A are

primarily affluent professionals and managers; Community B is composed mainly of lower middle and

upper lover class levels; Community C is primarily a working-class semi-rural area. The popula-

tions of the three ate about the same (approximately 15,000), and each has one public high school

and one junior high. Complete anonymity of the respondents vas assured, and the communities are

not identified in the paper. High internal consistency in the response patterns was demonstrated.
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Data

I Ceog. sCoPtection Number of

pozulation Surveyed Region Technique ''Respondents

Junior and senior West Group-admin. 56.745

high stwlents in Sough questionnaire

the Dallas ILdepen- Central

dent School District.'
Texas :1/4,.

/October 21, 1969 .

Cse at Least
One Tine

Grade 7 3

a, 4

9. 9
10 IA

11 i4

12 17

Use Ten or
More Times
Gi7de 7 <1 1 <1

8 1 st <1

9 3 '1 1

10 4 1 1

11 6 2 2

12 8 2 2

Use at Least One
TL-se This Hoek

Grade 7 2 2

8 3 1 2

2 2

10 S

9 4
' 2

11 6 2 ' 3

f 12 8 3 3

Marijuana
or THC Hashish LSD

2 2

2 3

4 5

5 5

6 6

7 7

REFERENCE

Gossett, John T.; Lewis, Jerry M.; and Phillips,

'Arginia Austin, "atent and Prevalence of Illicit

Drug Use as Reported by 56,745 Students." The Journal

of the American .Medical Association,
Vol. 216, 'co. 9,

pp. 1464-1470, May 31, 1971.

NOTES

).4

1

Percentage of Respondents

Morning Mescaline
Glory or STP, Benzedrine. Se=butal

Seeds Peyote 'etc. ere. etc. Cocaine etc.

Codeine,

3 2 2 3

3 2 3 4

4 3 4 6

a 4 4 7

3 S 5 8

9 6 6

'1
<1
<1

<1

,1
<1

'

2

' 2

2

2,

,1

2

<1
01

<1

<1

1

'1

<1

<1

<1

1

1

'1

<1

3

3

4

5
5
5

2 3

3 3

4 5

4
4

5

6

5

<1

<1

<1

<1

1

It

'1

<1

<1
01

1

<1

<1

<1

<1
1

2

1 2 2 / 2 2 2

2 2 2 2 2 2

2. 2 3 2
_2

2
2 2 3 2 *G.J.F 1. 1

2 2 2 2 3 2

2 . 2
4

2 2 3

.

$

The data tcbulated aLose are found In Tables 1, 2, and 3 in this paper. STP, etc. includes

Psilocybin. Benzedrine, etc. :nclud.s Benzedrine,
Dexedrine. Desoxyn, or Methedrine ("speed"); N

Nembutal, Amytal, Seconal, of TuinAlt te.eine, etc. incluotps Codeine. Demerol, paregoric, terpinl

and Solvent Inhalants include spline, paint thinnei..c1daning solvents,
nail polish remover, sz!

or fieon. Other drug categorit.s for which dat. are given in Tables 1. 2, and 3 include aerosol .

alcoholic beverages, cigarettes, a Variety of Cceprescription drug types, prescription framligli

or not previously listed drug types.
The questionnaire was saninistered in 411 43

junior and senior high schools in the Dallls t

District on the sam"*Jay. An attempt was cad- Zo reach ever;
f.tudentspresent in school o.. that 4

respondents wrs preserved. .
1

e
1

s
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4-*

, 5)

.1

'. Q.
Item No. 45

Data Morning

Percentage of Respondents

itereinMescaline,
Ceog. Collection litzer of Marijuana Glory or SIP, Benzedrine, Nmt.jutal Codeine, or Solvent

Region Technique Respondents or IBC_ Hashish LSD Seeds Peyote etc, etc. etc. Cocaine etc. Morphine inhalant:.

West Group-admin.
South questionnaire

56,745 Use at Least ....,
One Tine

Central Grade 7 3
2;

2 3 2 2 3 3 2 1 2 t

8 6 3 2 3 4 4 ) 3 2 9

9 9 14 e. 5 . 4 3 4 6 5 a 5 1 11

10 11 5, 5 3 x 4 4 7 $ t5 4 5 3 9

11 14 6 6 3 ` ,A- 5' S S 4 6 4 7

12 17 7 7 3 6 5 't -r 5 5 7 4 7

o Use Ten or
I

t. More Tines
Grade 7 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <r. '1 <1 '2 ,1 <2 1

8 1, 1 °I <1 ...1 <1 .q. <1 ol <1 ,l I

9 3 <1 1 <1 <,..b <1 I el <1 el 2

10 4 1 1 <1 <1 ,1 2 <1 el <1 <1 2

... 11 6 2 2 <1 1 1 . 2
r. <1 1 <1 2

12 8 2 2 -1 1 1 3 1 1 2 el 1

0 Use at Least Cue
Time This Week

Grade 7 2 1 2 2 1 2- 2 2 . 2 1 2

O. 8 Jo 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 3

9 4 2 2 2 . 2 3 2 2 2 4

...

20 5 2 2 , 2 2" 2 ,A 3 2- 2 2 3

11 e 6 2 ,3 a S.... 2 2 \ 2 ' i 3 2 2 2

22 ' 8 3 3 2 21 2 ......4..., . 2 3 2 2

t
.$

. terry 4.; and Phillips.
ent anerrealence 111j,cit
y 56,7,45 St aknt<." The Joutnal
1 Association. Vol. 4116, No. 9.
1971.

NOTES,

The data tabulated above arc found In Tab Tea 1, 2, and 3 In this paper. SIP, etc. incl,es SW. OW, EST, MDA -a

Nilocybin; Benzedrine, etc. includes Benseorfne, nevdrine, Descxvo, or Methedrire ("speed''); Nembutal, etc. includes

Ncniutal, ,Lnytal, Seconal, or Tuinal, ("Ociet^_vetc."21rerudes Codene, D=r-ol, oaregoric. rerrdn hydrate, or Robitussin;

and Solvent Inks). nts include gasoline, paint tuinner,cleaning solvents. mall ,,olish reaover. Cher, Liquid metal,

or freon. Other rug categories for which data are given In T4les 1', '. e.t.a 3 fncit..e aerosol sprays, airplane glue,

alcoholic beverages, cigarettes, a %artery of nonprescription drug ,Des, preaerlpron tranquilizers. ass several unknIwn

or not previously listed drug ty;ea.
The questioneaire w49 adm)histered in all 43 junior and senior high shoots i- the Dallas Igdependent School

District on t..e sane. :ay. An attempt was made to teach every student present it, school oe that day. Anonymity of the

respondents was presersed. teu

, .e 4

S



Ceog.

Data

Collection

Item No. 46

Percentage of Respondents

MarijuanaPop4lation Surveyed RePion Technique o ;ample Size

High school seniors South Self-admin. mail Sex

in the state of Atlantic questionnaire 419 Male 18

Florida 474 Female

Spting 1969. Race

739 White '14..

150 Black 10
Residence

282 Large city (greater than 50,000 population) 17

276 Medium city (25,000-50,000 population) 14

204 Small city (less than 25,000 population) 9

125 Rural 8

Father's Education
160 College degree 21

206 Some college or business. school 14

211 High School graduate 12
312 Less than high school 11

Family Income
205 Over $12,000 20

301 $8,000 to 11,999 12

273 $4.000 to 7,999 12

90 Less than $4,000 9

REFERENCE

Clarke, James W. and Levine, E. Lester,
"Marijuana Use, Social Discontent and
Political Alienation: A Study of High.
School Youth." The American Political
Science Review, Vol. LXV, No. 1, pp.

120-130, March 1971.

'

A

NOTES

Presented above are the data on marijuana use (percentages who are users in each class-

itication) found in this paper (Table 1). As the title indicates, the paper is concerned

with social discontent and political alienation in relation to marijuana use.
This survey was based on an adjusted statewide random sample of 1057 high school seniors.

The response rate was approximately 85 percent (varies slightly by classification, as shown

above under Sample Size). The questionnaires were mailed to the principals of participating '

high schools, who were asked to administer them and forward the returns collectively.



Patti

Ceog. Collection Number of

Population Surveyed gegfor Technique Respondents

High school students Hid-Atl. 75-item 1,704

in an affluent sub.-
self-admin.

urban community
questionnaire

within commuting
distance from New

York City
February 1959

REFERENCE

Teo, Nechama, "Drugs Among Suburban Teenagers:

-Soc. Sci. & Med., Vol. 5, pp. 77-84, 1971.

Basic Findings."

It

Percentage of Respondents

Hari uana LSD "Speed" Heroin Clue Snif

Never tried it and would not like to try it 60 85

Never tried it but would like to try it
8 5-

Tried it once
8 2

Use it once in a while
12 3

Use it regularly
12 1

85 97

3 1

5 1

6 0.5

0.6 <0.1

89
2

6
2

<0.1

NOTES

Summarized above are the principal-data
on the extent of use of illicit drugs found

A large part of the discussion is
concerned with attitudes toward marijuana.

Questionnaires were given to all students
present on the day of the survey; the par

on a voluntary basis was 94 percent. Anonymity of the respondents was emphasized.

Ceog.

Data

Collection Number of

tercentageofliesporzler

Population Surveyed Regiv, Technique Respondents
Current'Use

Hari uana LSD -Hallucinogens Stimulants "Speed" Barbiturates Nero!

Students in sil Mid-Atl. 89-item 5,614

nigh schools in self-admin.
Freshmen 7.8 1.2 2.7 3.6 0.4 3.1 0.8

northern New Jersey questionnaire
Sophomores 13.3 1,.9 4.7 .5.3 1.0 5.0 0.4

1969
Juniors, 20.5 3.6 9.2 9.1 1.3 7.3 0.9

Seniors 23.6 4.1 10.2 10.1 1.2 6.5 0.7

Frequency of Use

Hardly ever 28.0 N.A.* L1.3 49.1 N.A. 57.8 N.A:

Less than once a week 81.7
64.4 51.3

Once or twice per month 30.6 N.A. 39.3 26.0 N.A. 26.4 N.A.

At least once per week 24.0 18.3 11.5 13.1 35.6 7.6 48.7

Twice a week or more

Past Use

17.5 N.A. 4.0 11.8 N.A. 8.2 N.A,

Freshmen
Sophomores
Juniors
Seniors

*N.A. Not Asked

REFERENCE NOTES

Wolfson, Edward A.; Lavenhar, Marvin A.; Blum, Cichard;

Quinones, Mark A.; Einstein, Stanley;
and Louria, Donald

8., "Survey o/ Drug Aouse in Six New Jersey High

Schools:
1-Methodology and General Findings." Proceed-

ings of the First International
Conference on Student

Drug Surveys, Ner.rk, New Jersey,
September 12-15, 1971,

pp. 9-32, publisoed, 1972 by Haywood Publishing Company,

41 central Drive, Farmingdale, New York 11735.

The data tabulated above are found
in Tables 2, 3, and 4 of thin paper. PAllucinogens Sncl

"Speed" is defined as methamphetamine (intravenous).
"Other substances" are primarily glue and

non-prescription cough medicine.
-"Any Drug" is an abbreviation

for "any drug for other than mad

The selection of the six schools was based on a variety of personal and profesalsnal contac

was, therefore, not intended to reflect the demographic,
e.onomic and racial diversity of the s

schools were located in predominantly
white, and econemically middle to upper

middle class subu

response rate ranged from a lou
of 78 percent to a high of 91 percent.

Questionnaires were comp

a voluntary and anonymous basis.
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1'3
Data

Geog. Collection Number of

Region Technique Respondents

Mid -Ail. 75-item 1,704

self-admin.
questionnaire

ga Among Suburban Teenager.: Basic Findings."

Vol. 5, pp. 77-84, 1971.

o

Never tried it and would not like to
Never tried it but would like to try

Tried it once
Use it once in a while

Use it regularly

ti

c.4 () pa

A:' Jr ;

item No. 47

JO.

Percentile of Respondents

hailluana LSD ''Speed: Heroin' Cue Sniffing

60 85 85 97. 89 .try ft,

it 8 5 3 1 2

8 2. 5 1 6

12 3 6 0.5 2

12 1 0.6 .0.1 <0.1

NOTES

Summarized above are the principal data on the extent of use of illicit drugs found in this caper.

A large part of the discussion is concerned with attitudes toward marijuana.

Questionnaires were given to all students present on the day of the survey; the participation rate

on a voluntary basis was 94 percent. Anonymity of the respondents was emphasited

Data

tCeog. Collection
Technique

Number of
Respondents Mariluana LSD Hallucinogens

Percentage of Respondents

Heroin
Other
Substances

.1tem No. 48

Any Drug
Males FemalesStimulants "Speed" Barbiturates

89 -item 5,614 Current Use

self-admin. Freshmen 7.8 1.2 2.7 3.6 0.4 3.1 0.8 8.8 12.9 14.1

questionnaire ,Sophomores 13.3 1.9 4.7 5.3 1.0 5.0 0.4 10.6 20.6 20.8

Juniors 20.5 3.6 9.2 9.1 1.3 7.3 0.9 8.3 23.6 26.6

Seniors 23.6 4.1 10.2 10.1 1.2 6,5 0.7 6.0 28.3 25.3

Frequency of Use

Hardly ever 28.0 N.A. 45.3 49.1 N.A. 57.8 N.A. 78.0

Less than once a wee.. 81.' 64.4 51.3

Once or twice per month 30.6 N.A. 39.1 ( ,26.0 N.A. 26.4 N.A. 13.2 '

At least once per week 24.0 18.3 11.5 13.1 35.6 7.6 48.7 6.0

'Nice a week or mote 17.5 N.A. 4.0 11.8, N.A. 8.2 N.A. 2.8

Past Use
4.8 4.9

r1nien 7.5 6.8

Sophomores
8.1 9.5

Juniors . 11.1 11.7

Senior's

N.A. Not Asked

either, Marvin A.; Blum, Richard;
tein, Stanley; and Louria, Donald

se in Six New Jersey High
and General Findings." Proceed-

tnational Conference on Student
New Jersey, September 12-15. 1971,
972 by Bayvood Publishing Company.
ngdale, New York 11735.

NOTES

The data tabulated ab are found in Tables 2, 3, and 4 of this paper.
Hallucinogens include hashish but not LSD.

"Speed" is defined as met amp etamine (intravenous).
"Other substances" are primarily glue and other vapors and include

non-prescription cough medicine. "Any Drug" is an abbreviation for "any drug for other than medically approved reasons".

The selection of t 'he six schools was bared on a variety
of personal and professional contacts of the authors, and

was, therefore, not ihtended to reflect the demographic,
economic and racial diversity of the state of New Jersey. The

schools were located in predominantly white, andeconomically
middle to upper middle elasa suburban neighborhoods. The

response rate ranged from a low of 78 percent to a high of 91 percent. Questionnaires were completed by the students on

a voluntary and anonymous basis.



Population Surveyed

Ceog.

Region

Data
Collection
Technique

-Number of

Respondents

Non-Users

I

Percentage of Respondents

Pot
U

Admitted Drug Users

Urban Rural Urban Rural

High school students New Group- Urban Schools: 2191 Total 75.8 ' 80.6 7.1 5.0 17

in Chittenden England admin. Rural Schools: 852 Sex
,

..

County, Vermont , anonymous Hale ' 71.5 -78.8 9.7 6.3 18

Spring 1968 questionnaire Female 80.2 82.2 4.4 4.0 15

Class Standing.

Top 73.5
.

83.1 6.9 4.6 19

Hid6le 76.1 79.0 7.5 5.3 16

Lower 76.4 73.5 6.6 8.8 17

Grade

t-- 77.5 8017 4.7 5.3 17Sophomore
Juror 76.1 79.6 6.7 5.7 17

r

Senior

Socioeconomic

73.9
.

80.9 9.7 3.7 16

C Status
High 1 74.8 75_S 7.7 6.4 17

V 2 74.3 70.0 9.2 8.8 16
e

3 78.2 84.0 5.5 4.2 16

Low 4 83.3 90.9 4.8 1.5 11

N Education of
Parent (father /1i ,

Grade School 79.3 85.6 5 1 3.4 , 15

High School 78.6 81.7 5.6 4.9 15

College 69.7 74.7 10,6 6.6 19

REFERENCE

Leahy, Patrick J.; Steffenhagen, Ronald A,; and Levine, Bruce L.,

"A Study of Drug Use Patterns of High School Students in the State

of Vermont." Drug Dependence and Abuse,Resource Book, Chicago,
National District Attorneys Association, 1971, pp. 275-280.

(4,

NOTES

The,data tabulated above have been obtained from Table 1 in
tAlculating the percentages with reference to the total number i
fication.lArilethe Paper refers to "drug users", the only drug s

referred to 1s marijuana. Thus, "admitted drug users" are those

to using marijuana. "Potential drug users" are those who admitt

possibility of-using drugs if the opportunity were available.
is not included in "non-users".

The objective of this study was to obtain an estimate of dru
high school students,in Vermont by surveying all high school at

county. Chittenden County was selected as representative of bot
and urban areas of the state. In all of_the public high schools

all members of the sophomore, junior, and senior classes were au

same day,without prior announcement.

The survey included aneuio/ie index, and a major finding of

that drug use is significantly associated with emotional inscabi



0
Data

Item No. 49

Percentage of Respondents

Non -Users Admitted Drug Users Potential Drug Users
Ceog. Collection Number of

ion Surveyed Region Technique Respondents Urban Rural Urban Rural Urban Rural

ool students New Group- Urban ,Schools: 2191 Total 75.8 80.6 7.1 5.0 17.1 14.3

tenden England admin. Rural Schools: 852 Sex

Vermont anonymous Male 71.5 78.8 9.7 .0.3 18.8 14.9

1968 ' questionnaire
l

Female 80.2 82.2 4.4 4.0 15.4 13.8

Class Standing.

Top 73.5 83.1 5.9 4.6 19.6 12.2

Middle 76.1 79.0 7.5 5.3 16.4 15.7

Lower 76.4 73.5 6.6 8.8 17.0 17.6

Grade
Sophomore 77.5 80.7 4.7 5%3 17.7 14.0

Jun:or 76.1 79.6 6.7 5.7 17.1 14.6

Senior 73.9 80.9 9.7 3.7 16.4 15.3

Socioeconomic
Status
High 1 74.8 75.5 7.7 6.4 17.5 18.2

2 74.3 70.0 9.2 8.8 16.4 21.2

3 78.2 84.0 5.5 4.7 16.3 11.7

Low 4 83.3 90.9 4.8 1.5 11.9 7.6

Education of
Parent (Father)
Grade School 79.3 85.6 5.1 3.4 15.6 11.0

High School 78.6 81.7 5.6 4.9 15.8 13.4

College 69.7 74.7 10.6 6.6 '''' 19.7 18.8

NOTES

Patrick J.; Steifenhagen, Ronald A,; and Levine, Bruce L., The data tabulated above have been obtained flora Table 1 in this paper by

of Drug Ube Patterns of High School Students in tie State

nt." Drug Dependence and Abuse Resource Book, Chicago,
District Attorneys Association, 1971, pp. 175-280.

calculating the percentages with reference to the total number in each elassi-
fication. Whilethe paper refers to "drug users", the only drug specifically

referred to is marijuana. Thus, "admitted drug users" are those who admitted

to using marijuana. "Potential drug users" are those who admitted to the

possibility of using drugs if the opportunity were available. This group

is not included in "nor-users".

The objective of this study was to obtain an estimate of'drug usage by
high school students in Vermont by surveying all high school students in one

county. Chittenden County was selected as representative of both the rural

and urban areas of the state. In all of the.public high schools in the county,

all members of the sophomore, junior, and senior classes were surveyed on the

same day without prior announcement.

The survey included aneurctic index, and a major finding of the study is

that drug use is significantly associated with emotional instability.



Data

Ceog. Community Collection Number of

. Population survtied gellion Size...(pul Icaniqur Respondents

Students in all Neill, City and Verbal instructionlrMA Fs

public high schools County and simultaneous Ever Used:

(18) in the city of (555,100) screen preseata- 365 378 Freshmen
Portland and metro- tion made by bar 363 365 Sophomores

politan Multnomah veyor and question- 329 299 Juniors
County, Oregon. . noire for recording 285 299 Seniors

' Sprin6 1968 of answers by stu-
FrettGency of

dents
use:
1-5 times.
Freshmen
Sophomores
Juniors
Seniors

6-15 times:
Freshmen
Sophomores
Juniors
'eniors

16+ times:
Freshmen
Sophomores
Juniors
Seniors

REFERENCE

Johnson, Kit G.; Donnelly, John H.; Scheble, Robert; Wine, Richard I.; and Weisman, Morris,
"Survey of Adolescent Drug Use 1 -- Sex and Grade Distribution". American Journal of Public

Health, Vol. 61, No. 12, pp. 2418-2412, December 1971.

Marijuana Hallucinogens Amphetamines

Percentage of Respondents

Sedati

Tran u

H

Cocaine

M F

Barbiturates

MA FA M F 11 F 21 F

7.6 3.4 4.9 2.1 9.8 7.4 2.6 0.6 . 5.7 3.4 17.8

14.6 9.0 7.1 5.6 11.3 12.3 2.4 1.9 '8.5 9.0 19.1

20.1 9.3 8.8 3.7 13.9 14.1 1.8 1.0 7.9 11.4 20.3

24.9 12.1 7.1 2.0 14.0 13.1 3.9 0.7 9.5 7.7 22.5

1'l3.°
2.6 3.8 1.3 6.6 5.8 1.6 0.3 4.4 2.9 14.0

'I0.2 3.0 5.5 4.6 6.6 7.4 1.6 1.4 6.3 6.8 15.2

8.8 4.3 5.2 3.0 8.2 11.4 1.5 1.0 6.1 9.4 17.0

13.3 7.4 4.6 1,0 9.1 8.4 2.8 0.7 6.0 5.0 16.8

3.0 0.3 0.8 0.0 '1.6 f.1 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.0 2.7

1.4 2.7 0.0 0.5 3.1 2.2 0.0 0.5 1.4 1.1 2.5

5.8 1.0 1.5 0.7 3.6 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 1.0 2.4

4.9 1.7 1.8 0.7 2.1 3.0 0.7. 0.0 1.4 2.0 3.2

1.6 0.5 0.3 0.8 1.6 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.8 0.5 1.1

3.0 3.3 1.6 0.5 1.6 2.7 ' 3.8 0.0 0.8 1.1 1.4

5.5 4.0 2.1 0.0 2.1 1.7 0.3 0.0 0.6 1.0 0.9

67 3.0 0.7 0.3 2.8 1.7 0.4 0.0 2.1 0.7 2.5

A M denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

NOTES

A systematic 10 percent sample (total size: 3,476) was draw; from

community's 18 public high schools. It should be noted that the data c

the responses of 2.681 or 77.2 percent of the total sample. Of the re

who failed to identify their sex and/or grade and were therefore exclud
The balance of 724 were discarded from the"data analysis for such reaso
tions were not answered on the questionnal,re; absent from school; prese
to report for the survey: present in school but failed to return the qu
the survey, the surveyor discussed the study carefully with the respond

.tions, reassured them of their right of non-cooperation in any manner.

anonymity. The author, in a private communication,as elaborated on t
the anonymity of the respondents. There is no doubt that the students

not be-Uentffied with their answer sheets.
Included in the survey were data on those respondents whb had never

upon which the study was based and those who fell into the "no response
category was generally one percent or less of the respondents for each

Data Percentage of Respondents

Ceog. Community Collection Sample Halluci- Amphet- Barbi-

Population Surveyed Region Size (pop) Technate Size Kane Marijuana 'peens MDA amines curates Cocaine Codeine

Students in six senior East City (717,000) Questionnaire 6,041 Once

high schools in the North Occasional

metropolitan area of Central Often

Milwaukee, Wisconsin. Regular

(Date not given) Total

REFERENCE NOTES

5.1 2.1 1.2 2.8 3.0 0.9 1.6 1.

5.6 2.5 0.8 3.2 2.5 0.7 1.2 1.

3.6 1.0 0.3 0.8 0.6 0.1 0.1 O.

4.3 0.8 0.2 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.3 O.

18.6 6.4 .2.5 7.6 6.6 2.0 3.2 4.

Jackson, Basil; Lange, Robert W., and Lehman, Robert P., "Teenage Drug Abuse in Middle

Class Milwaukee". Wisconsin Medical Journal. Vol. 71, pp. 210-212. September 1972.

The usage categories cited above are defined in the paper as follow

Occasional: once a month or less frequently,
Often: at least twice a month, but not weekly.

Regular: at least once a week.

drug picture in the entire metropolitan area of Milwaukee, but. pertains 41,

As a result of its being more restricted than originally planned, this

middteand upper middle class ar the time of the survey. Anonymity of e

served, and checks were made on the reliability and validity of the rest



91

Community t

City and
County
(555,700)

Data

Collection Number of

Technique goapondents_

Verbal instruction M* F*

and simultaneous Ever Used:

Malikma Hallucinogens Amphetamines

Percentage of Respondents
Sedatives and
Tran quilizers

H 4 F

Item No.

N.rcotics

50

Ighalaqt*

H F

Cocaine Barbiturates

M* F* M F H F H F H F H F

screen presents- 365 378 Freshmen 7.6 3.4 4.9 2,1 9.8 7.4 2.6 0.6 5.7 3.4 17.8 16.1 7.7 7.1 14.7 10.5

tion made by sur- 363 365 Sophomores 14.6 9.0 7.1 5.6 11.J 12.3 2.4 1.9 8.5 9.0 19.1 25.2 9.7 9.9 18.7 10.2

veyor and question- 329 299 Juniors 20.1 9.3 8.8 3.7 13.9 14.1 1.8 1.0 7.9 11.4 20.3 34.1 8.8 10.6 13.6 7.4

noire for recording 285 299 Seniors 24.9 12.1 7.1 2.0 14.0 13.1 3.9 0.7 9.5 7.7 22.5 29.1 9.5 6.1 12.3 2.0

of answers by stu-
dents

Frequency of
use:

1-5 times:

Freshmen 3.0 2.6 3.8 1.3 6.6 5.8 1.6 0.3 4.4 2 9 14.0 12.5 5.5 5.8 9.0 8.2

Sophomores 10.2 3.0 5.5 4.6 6.6 7.4 1.6 1.4 6.3 6.8 15,2 20.0 6.9 7.4 12.1 8.3

Juniors 8.8 4.3 5.2 3.0 8.2 11.4 1.5 1.0 6.1 9.4 17.0 26.8 6.7 9.0 11.2 6.7

Sent* 13.3 7.4 4.6 1.0 9.1 8.4 2.8 0.7 6.0 5.0 16.8 21.4 5.6 5.0 8.0 2.0

6-15 times:
Freshmen 3.0 0.3 0.8 0.0 1.6 1.1 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.0 2.7 1.8 1.9 0.5 1.6 1.3

Sophomores 1.4 2.7 0.0 0.5 3.1 2.2 0.0 0.5 t.4 1.1 2.5 7.7 1.4 14C4 2.5 ,1.4

Juniors 5.6 1 0 1.5 0.7 3.6 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 1.0 2.4 5.3 1.2 1.3 0.9 0.0

Seniors
4.9 1.7 1.8 0.7 2.1 3.0 0.7 0.0 1.4 2.0 3.2 3.7 2.5 1.0 2.5 0.0

16+ times:
Freshmen 1.6 0.5 0.3 0.8 1.6 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.8 0.5 1.1 1.8 0.3 0.8 4.1 1.0

Sophomores 3.0 3.3 1.6 0.5 1.6 2.7 0.8 0.0 0.8 1.1 1.4 2.5 1.4 .1.1 4.1 0.5

Juniors 5.5 4.0 2.1 0.0 2.1 1.7 0.3 0.0 0.6 1.0 0.9 2.0 0.9 0.3 1.5 0.7

Seniors 6.7 3.0 0.7 0.3 2.8 1.7 0.4 0.0 2.1 0.7 2.5 4.0 1.4 0.3 1.8 0.0

ohn H.; Scheble, Robert, Wine, Richard L.. and Weitman, Morris,

se I -- Sex and Grade Distribution". American Journal of Public

2418-2432, December 1971.

* H denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

NOTES

A systematic 10 percent sample (total size:
4,476) was drawn from the names on rosters of the

community's 18 public high schools. It should be noted that the data cited above were based on

the responses of 2,683, or 77.2 percent of the total sample. Of the remaining 793, there were 69

who failed to identify their sex and/or grade and were therefore excluded from the data analysis.

The balance of 724 were discarded from the data analysis for such reasons as: four or more ques-

tions were not answered on the questionnaire; absent from
school; present in school but failed

to report for the survey; present in school but failed to return the questionnaire. In conducting

the survey, the surveyor discussed the study carefully with
the respondents, answered their ques-

tions, reassured them of their tight of non-cooperation in any manner,
and guaranteed the; full

. anonymity. The author, in a private communication, has elaborated on the steps taken to assure

the anonymity of the respondents. There is no doubt that the studei.tz mere aware that they could

not be identified with their answer sheets.
Included in the survey were data on those respondents

wilLiaad never used any of the substances

upon which the study was based and those who fell into the "no response" category. The "no response"

category was generally one percent or less of the respondent.
for each classification of drug use.

Data

og. Community Collection Sample

gion Size km) Technique Size 'AT I&

at City (717,000) Questionnaire 6,041- Once

rth
Occasions:

tral Often
Regular
Total

rt W., and lehman, Robert P., 'Teenage Drug Abuse in Middle

n Medical Journal. Vol. 71, pp. 210-212, September 1972.

Item No. 51

Percentage of Respondents

Halluci- Amphet- Barbi- Hard

Marijuana no ens MDA amines curates Cocaine Codeine 2pium Earcotics camie amt

5.1 2.1 1.2 2.8 3.0 0.9 1.6 1.8 0.8 1.4 2.3

5.6 2.5 0.8 1.2 2.5 0.7 1.2 1.8 0.7 0.4 0.6

3.6 1.0 0.3 0.8 0.6 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.4 0%1 0.2

4.3 0.8 0.2 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.4

18.6 6.4 2.5 7.6 6.6 2.0 3.2 4.4 2.2 2.1 3.5

NOTES

The daage categories cites above are defined in the paper as follows:

Occasional: once a month or less frequently,

Often: at least twice a month, but not weekly,

Regular: at least once a week.

As a result of its being more restricted than
originally planned, this survey does not portray the

drug picture 'n the entire metropolitan area of Milwaukee, but pertains to the Picture in the

middle and upper middle class at the time of the survey. Anonymity of the respondents was pre-

served, and checks were made on the reliability and validity of the results.



REFERENCE

him.'

()
0 $

format of the questionnaire and its method of and in hi

1
a

NOTES
Hays, J. Ray aid Winburn, Michael C , "Drug Abuse Among Elementary School Students in a

These data are presented by the authors as preliminary results of
Suburban School Setting". iournal if Drug lducatlon. Vul 2, !,:o. , pp. 355-360, Winter 1972. iag whether there should be a further investigation of drug use in el

cluster sample of fifth and sixth gride homerooms was used. The items
together with a summary of the responses, are given in the paper. Be

sampling procedure and administration of the survey instrument by the
percentages cannot be extrapolated to the elementary school population

F whole. Precautions were taken to ensure the anonymity of each student
that they could not be identified individually. "Pills" (authors' to m!
category representing the medication with which young people first coml
No details were given regarding what wan included in the categories of

Sol

24.0

19.5

Population Surveyed

Data
Ceog. Community Collection Sample

EESL2a Size (pop" Technique Size Marijuana

Percentage of Respondents
Aphet- Barbi- Narcotics

LSD amines turates - Heroin Other

Student body in Natick New Questionnaire 250 34 8 10 9 2 6. City (31,000) Ever Used
High School and one England

t.r'.

12

Junior High School,
Natick, Massachusetts Cr. 10

(Year not stated) Gr. 9

Now Using 22 6 6 6 2

REFERENCE NOTES

The above is a compilation of the quantitative information on drug
The category "Ever Used" refers to any use during the previous year. N

the selection of the sample, except the statement that it was a scienti
sample comprising ten percent of the student body. The authors state t
proven in se/en other studies and is being employed in a statewide stud
itself is not given in the report. Anonymity of the respondents was pr

6elineau, Victor A.. Pearsall, Doris 1., Cacp, Joy M.. and oaks, Linda A., Report of the
Natick Youth Study. A Profile of students uso.64 Nine Thrsugh Twelve. Mimeo, 12 p.,
division of Drug hLhapilltation, Department of Mental Health, commonwealth of Massachusetts,
April 1972.

Population Surveyed

All students in three
homeroom classes
(Grades 9, 11-12)
and in one special
class of 12th gi. ers

Data Percentage of Respondents
Grog. Communiti Collection Sample Other
Reklaa Type Technique Size Users Mari Hashish LSD Hethedrine Amphet. Tranquilizers Hero

i

Northeast Suburban Self-admin.

questionnaire
68 Sample A (homerooms): 22.1 1.5 4.4 4.4 7.4 5.9

13 Sample S (special class): 92.3 46.2 69.2 38.° 30.8 15.

(Figures for Sample S reflect.the fact that most of the drug takers used
1

,

Data Percentage of Respondents
Grog. Communiti Collection Sample Other
Reklaa Type Technique Size Users Mari Hashish LSD Hethedrine Amphet. Tranquilizers Hero

i

Northeast Suburban Self-admin. 68 Sample A (homerooms): 22.1 1.5 4.4 4.4 7.4 5.9
questionnaire

13 Sample S (special class): 92.3 46.2 69.2 38.° 30.8 15.

(Figures for Sample S reflect.the fact that most of the drug takers used
1

,

/
in a high school

Median Frequency of.Use (Number of Times)
north of 'New Haven, Mari uana LSD h *MethedrineLor Amphetamines
Connectic)t. (Date
not given) Sample A 12 1 2

Sample S 200 10 , 70
.... (These data pertain to drug users, not to che whole samples.)

REFERZNEE NOTES
,

1- - Matchett, WIllidsiToster, "Who Use Drugs' Atudy In ban Public High School". The The students In Sample A were considered by the author to be "avera
''','/ Journal of School Health, Vor."X41, No. 2, pp. 90-93, Febr, y 1971. Sample S were identified by the author as having Rood native academic a

achievement. The author made every effort,. to safeguard the students' p

., the students remain anonymous to him.'

()
0 $

format of the questionnaire and its method of and in hi

1
a



Data

Geog. Community Collection Sample

Region Size

West Suburban 19-item 124

South self - admin.

Central questionnaire

Item No. 52

Percentage of Respondents

Marijuana ---LSD Pills Solvents

HA FA H F

Ever Used
Cr. 5 4.0 2.8 0.0 2.8 22.5 8.8 .24.0 24.2

Cr. 6 2.2 0.0 2.2 0.0 9.7 11.7 19.5 29.4

Overall 2.4 1.6 9.8 23.8

NOTES

chacl G., "Drug Abuse Among Elementary School Students in a

,

These data are presented by the authors as preliminary results of a pilot study for determin-

ournal of Drug Edueation, Col.:. No..4, pp. 355-360, Winter 1972. ing whether there should be a further investigation of drug use in elementary schools. A random

cluster sample of fifth and sixth grade homerooms was used. The items on the questionnaire,

together with a summary of the responses, are given in the paper. Because of the sample mite.

sampling procedure and administration of the survey instrument by the classroom teacher, the

percentages cannot be extrapolated to the elementary school population of Harris County as a

whole. Precautions were 'aken to ensure the anonymity of each stndent and to assure the students

that they could not be identified individually. "Pills" (authors' terminology) is a generic

category representing the medicatfon with which young people first come in contact in the home.

No details were given regarding what was included in the categories of "solvents" or "pills".

A H denotes Hale respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

Item No.53

Data
Percentage of Respondents

Ceog. Community Collection Sample
Amphet- Barbi- Narcotics Any

Region Size (pop) Te,,hui ue Size L12.1214.211 LSD amines curates Heroin Other Cocaine Clue Drug

New City (31.000) Questionnaire 250 Ever Used 34 8 10 9 2 6 4 4 36

England
Cr. 12

45

Cr. 11
34

Cr, 10
35

Cr. 9
30

Now Using 22 6 6 6 1 2 2 2 24

11, Doris T., Camp, Joy H. and Zaks. Linda A., Report of the

Ile of Students Grades Nine Through Twelve. Mimeo, 12 p.,

tion, Department of Mental Health, Commonwealth of Massachusetts.

NOTES

The above is a compilation of the quantitative information of drug use found in this report.

The category "Ever Used" refers to any use during the previous year. No information is given on

the selection of the sample. except the statement that it was a scientifically designed random

sample comprising ten percent of the student body. The authors state that the questionnaire was

proven in seven other studies and !s being employed in a statewide study. The questionnaire

itself is not given in the report. Anonymity of the respondents was preserved.

Item No. 54

: Data
Percentage of Respondents

Community Collection Sample Other Unspec.

Type Technique Size Users Marijuana Hashish LSD Methedrine Anphet. tranquilizers Heroin Clue Other

t Suburban Seli-admin. 68 Sample A (homerooms): 22.1 1.5 4.4 4.4 7.4 5.9 1.5 2.9 '

questionnair
13 Sample S (special class) 92.3 46.2 69.2 38.5 30.8 15.4 15.4

...
(Figures for Sample S reflect the fact that most of the drug takers used a variety of drugs.)

Kari uana

Median Frequency of Use (Number of Times)

LSD Methedrinc or Amphetamines

Sample A 12 1 2

Sample S 200 10 70

(These cla,:a pertain to drug users, not to the whole samples.)

NOTES

The students in Sample A were considered by the author to be "average", while those in

Sample S were identified by the author as having good native academic ability but low academic

a,hievement. The author made every effort to safeguard the students' privacy both in the '

the students remain anonymous to him.
format of the questionnaire and its method of and in his insistence that

Use Drugs' A Study In a Suburban Public High School". The

XLI, No. 2, pp. 90-93. F,:bruary 1971.

9
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Data

Ceog. Collection Sample

Population Surve yed Region Technique Size

High school students South Group-admin. 458

in a small Hilsissippi questionnaire

community
(Date not given)

REFERENCE

Globetti, Gerald and 8rigance, Roy S., "The Use and
Nonuse of Drugs Among High School Students in a

Small Rural Community." Journal of prusEducation,

Vol. 1, No. 4, pp. 317-322, December 1971.

Ever Used

Percentage of Reaponjents

Mari uana LSD Amphetamines Tranquilizers Opiates Glue

9 1 7 5 0

NOTES

Cited above are the principal data on the use of drugs found in this paper. Several

black and white students are noted. Effects of family variables and religion are discu

The sample was chosen randomly from students in grades nine through twelve. Questlo

to groups of 25, and complete anonymity of the respondents was assured.
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Data
Collection Sample

Technique Size

Croup-admin. 458

questionnaire

, Roy S., "The Use and
hool Students in a

al of Drug Education.

ecelber 1971.

Ever Used

NOTES

PercentaAe of Respondents

9 k

item S,

Mari una LSD Amphetamines Tranquilizers !)pilrtes Clue snifilr4

9 1 7 5 0 12

Cited above are the principal data on the use of drugs found in this paper. Several differences brtween

black and white students are noted.
Effects of family variables and religion are discussed.

The sample was chosen randomly from students in grades nine through twlve. Questionnaires wer, adTini%tered

to groups of 25, and complete anonymity of the respondents was assured.
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Population Surveyed

i
s:udents attending

Several classes of

a le,tufe course ill

1
delitquricy" at a
"deviance and

ftite-suypo,-,ed

1S7t.4.

ustscvairy
February 1979

,4

PE,TPeiCE

9 el

Data

fees. Collection

Region /echnique

Mid- Self-admin.

Atlantic questionnaire

Percentage of Responde

Nurher of
Resporalents Marijuana LSD

DMT
or

DET Amphetamines Methedrine barbiturates

1970: 565 Ever Trying 1970 72 23 4 29 9 ' 14

1971: 400
Trying During .

Six-Month Period
1970 70 18 1 21 5 9

1971 79 32 4 26 8 19

Coale, rii,h, "leads in Collegt Dreg Use: Report From

One Campus." Proceedings of the First International
Conference on Student Drug Sarveys, Newark, New Jersey,
September 12-15, 1971, 70. 123-122, published, 1972 by
Baywood Publishing Company, 0 Cen:ral Dilve,

Farmingdale, Neu York 11735.

NOTES

The data tabulated above are found in Table 2 in this paper. The six-month period refers t

the survey. The data for marijuana are broken down by several categories of frequency of use in
Since the same students were not involved in the two surveys (1970 and 1971), the data arc, as t

exploratory in nature rather than definitive.

Popar.a,lon Survevaa

All 389 law studentm and
359 redi..s1 shidants
tttendius Yaol
thaversfty in Fall el70.

Data
ceog. Collection Number of

Region Technique - Respondents

Northeast Mail
questionnaire

Percents

Ever Used Mari uana

221 Law Students 73.3

188 Medical Students 68.1

.1;tRE7.:CE

Slaby, Andrew E.; Lieb, Julian; and Schwartz, Arthur H., "Comparative Study of the

Poprhsocial Correlates of Drug Use Among Medical and Law Students." Journal of

Medical Ed,Ition, Vol. 47, No. 9, pp. 717-723, September 1972.

NOTES

Cited above are the data on in

found in this paper. It is repotje

LSD or amphetamines had also used
percent of both groups had used ma

times. Only 5 students in the enti

more than 10 times. The chief con

with psychosocial correlates of dr
religious, social and professional



Data
Collection Number of

Techniaue' Respondents

Self-admin. 1970: 565

tic qLestionkaire 1971: 400

liege Drum,,Use: Report From

f the Vital International
Surveys, Newark, New Jersey.
123-127, published, 1972 by
0 Central Drive,

Marijuana

DMT
or
DET Amphetamines

Ever Trying 1970 72 4 29

'Irving During
Six-Month Period

1970 70 18 1 21

1971 79 32 4 26

Item No. 56

Percentage of Respondents

Methedrine Barbituratea Cocaine Opium Heroin

9 14 8 9 4

5 9 4 5 3

8 19 15 11 4

NOTES

The data tabulated above are found in Table 2 in this paper. The six-month period refe's to the six- mouths prior to

the survey. The data for marijuana are broken down by several categories of frequency of use in Table 1 in the paper.

Since the sate students were not involved in the two surveys (1910 and 1971), the data arc, as the author has stated,

exploratory in nature rather than definitive.

5.

Data

Geog. Collection Number of

Population Surveyed Region Technique respondents

All 589 la: students and Northeast Mail 221

359 medical students
attending Yale

questionnaire 188

University in Fall 1970.

REFERENCE

Slaby, Andrew S.; Licb, Julian; and Schwartz, Arthur H., "Comparative

Psychosocial Correlates of Drug Use Among Medical and YAW Students."

Medical Education, Vol. 47, No. 9, pp. 717-723, September 1972.

Study of the
Journal of

Item No. IL

Percentage of Respondents

Eve: Used Marijuana LSD Amphetamines

Law Students 73.3 6.8 7.7

Medical Students 68.1 9.5 7.0

NOTES

Cited above arc the data on incidence of drug u5e

found in this paper. It is reported that every user of

.14D or amphetamines had also used marijuana. Over 35

percent of both groups had used marijuana more than 10

times. Only 5 students in the entire sample had used LSD

more than 10 tines. The chief concern in this paper is

with psychosocial correlates of drug use (political,

religious,' social and professional attitudes and practices).



Population Surveyed

Undergraduate stu-
dents in health
education classes
at five universi-
ties. Fall 1970

Data

Collection Sample

Technique Size University Marijuana LSD Mescaline
.1

Questionnaire 201 Arizona State
200 Penn State"
220 Univ. of Tenn.
178 Northern.Colorado U.
132 N.Y. State U. Ceneseo

49

38

33

37

28

5
9

6

11

2

REFERENCE

Toohey, Jack V., "An Analysis of Drug Use Behavior at Five American Universities".
Journal of School Health. Vol. XLI, No. s. pp. 4.64-46i1, November 1971.

The

10
11

7

12

2

Percentage of Respondents
Air- Morning
plane Glory Synth. Nut-

DMT MBA Clue Seeds THC meg Barbit. /ram, Amphet

1 1 1 1 4 <1, 15 6 20
1 1 1 1 1 2 12 28
1 2 <1 2 3 2 9 8 32
2 2 4 2 2 7 8 4 6

1 6 7 12

NOTES

The figures cited above pertain to percentages of students who ha
time. Also given in the paper are data on frequeficy of marijuana use
marijuana. No details are given on the questionnaire or the way in w

Population Surveyed

Students at four medical
schools in different
geographic regions.
Spring 1970.

REFERENCES

[1] Lipp, Martin R., Benson, Samuel C. and Zebulon, "Marijuana Use by Medical
Students". American Journal of Psychiatry. Vol. 128, No. 2, pp. 207-212. August 1971.

[2) Lipp, Martin; Tinklenberg, Jared; Benson, Samuel; Melges, Frederick; Taintor, Zebulon;
and Peterson, Margaret, "Medical Student Use of Marijuana, Alcohol, and Cigarettes: A
Study of Four Schools". The International Journal of the Addictions, Vol. 7, No. 1,

pp. 141-152, 1972.

Data Percentage of Respondents
Ceog. Collection Sample School A School B
Region Technique Size (N -213) (II-226)

West Coast Mail 1,063 Have used marijuana in the past 70 17
Midwest questionnaire Using marijuana currently 44 6
eastern Seaboard Present during marijuana use 85 35

Present during marijuana use but ab stained 15 19
Never used it 30 84
Never exposed to it 15 65

NOTES

Population Surveyed

Data
Ceog. Collection Sample
Region IEEtais2L Sizes

Students who registered for the first Forth Questionnaire 1967: 4,183
time at the University of Minnesota Central 1968: 2,496
in the fall of 1967--minus dropouts 1969:. 1,128
plus transfer students--as the group 1970: 2,517
progressed through four years at the
university. 1967-1970.

REFERENCE

Dvorak, Edward J., "A Longitudinal -.Ludy of Nonmedical Drug Use Among University Students- -
A Brief Summ4ty". Journal of the American college Health Association, Vol. 20. No. 3,
pp. 212-215, February 1972.

t3)

4,

Summarized above are the data on marijuana use and exposure to
two papers, which are based on the same study. Respondents were str
schools are not identified. The overall rate of return of question
between schools from a low of 57 percent to a high of 65 percent. 0
medical opinions concerning marijuana and the relationship of those
valued sources of information on marijuana, and projected future use
[21 are data on use of alcohol and cigarettes. A significant part o
summarized by the statement: "If medical authorities can't convince
marijuana is 'a dangerous drug', then persuading the population at 1

Current users
Ex users

Percentage of Respondents
Nonmedical Use of Drugs

1967 1968 --1969
Freshmen Sophomores Juniors

Males Females Males Females Males Females

3.1 2.6
5.9 3.9

Ever used 7.9

8.6 7.1 14.2 9.5
16.1 15.3 19.9 19.8

23.6 32.1

NOTES

Cited above are the data on the incidence of nonmedical drug use p
this paper. The reference "nonmedical use" is to one or more of such d
ba-biturates, and amphetamines. Data are not tabulated separately for
a brief discussion of trends which were observed (decreasing use of LSD
use of peyote and the hard narcotics). The surveys were based on cyst
effort was made to insure anonymity and Confidentiality. A special fea
longitudinal nature, and particularly notable is the trend of increasirl
years.

101



a
lection Sample
hnique Size University 114211.1Hana LSD Mescaline

itionnalre 201 Arizona State 49 5 10

200 Penn Stat" 38 9 11

220 Univ. of Tenn. 33 6 7

178 Northern Colorado U. 37 11 12

132 N.Y. State U. Ceneseo 28 2 2

ysis of Drug Use Behavior at Five American Universities". The

Vol. ELI, No. 9, pp. 464-468, November 1971.

Air-

plane

DMT MDA Glue

1 1

1 1

1 2

2 2

Morning

Glory Synth.

Seeds THC

1 1

1 1

Percentage of Respondents

Nut-
meg Baltic. Tram:. Amphet. Steroids

4 <1 15 6 20

1 2 12 11 28

<1 2 3 2 9 8 32

4 2 2 7 8 4 6

- 1 6 7 12

Item No. 58

Cocaine Morphine Heroin

2 2 1 1

<1 3 2 2

2

2 4

1

1

1

NOTES

The figures cited above pertain to percentages of students who have used the drug at least

time. Also given in the paper are data on frequency of marijuana use among students that use

marijuana. No details are given on the questionnaire or the way in which it was administered.

one

Ceog.
Region

Data
Collection
Technique

' West Coast Mail

Midwest questionnaire V
Eastern Seaboard

Sample
Size

1,063 Have used marijuana in the past

Using marijuana currently
Present during marijuana use
Present during marijuana use but ab

Never used it
Never exposed to it

son, Samuel G.; and Taintor, Zebulon, "Marijuana Use by Medical

rnal of P chiatry, Vol. 128, No. 2, pp. 207-212, August 1971.

Mnberg, Jared; Benson, Samuel; Melges, Frederick; Taintor, Zebulon;

'Medical Student Use of Marijuana, Alcohol, and Cigarettes' A

The International Journal of the Addictions, Vol. 7, No. 1,

Data

Geog. Collection Sample

Reston Tecine Sizes

for the first North Questionnaire 1967: 4,183

f Minnesota Central 1968: 2,496

us dropouts 1969: 1,128

as the group
1970: 2.517

years at the

is

Dngitudinal Study of Nonmedical Drug Use Among University Students- -

pal of the American College Health Association, Vol. 20, No. 3,

972.

1 01

NOTES

Item No. 59

Percentage of Respondents
School A School B School C Sgbool D Total

(N -213) (N226)_ 1N.3675 (N -251) (N1057)

70 17 68 46 50

44 6 42 26 30

85 35 88 74 70

stained 15 19 20 28 21

30 84 32 54 50

15 65 12 26 30

Summarized above are the data on marijuana use and exposure to
marijuana use found in these

two'papers, which are based on the same study.
Respondents were strictly anonymous, and the

schools are not identified. The overall rate of return of questionnaires was 62 percent, varying

between schools from a low of 57 percent to a high of 65 percent. Other topics surveyed Include

medical opinions concerning marijuana and the
relationship of those opinions to marijuana use,

valued sources of information on marijuana, and projected
future use of marijuana. Included in

(2) are dice on use of alcohol and cigarettes.
A significant part of the discussion in [1] is

summarized by the statement: "If medical authorities can't convince medical students that

marijuana is 'a dangerous drug', then persuading the population at large seems unlikely."

Current users
Ex users

Ever used

1967

Freshmen
Males Females

3.1 2.6

5.9 3.9

7.9

Percentage of Respondents
Nonmedical Use of Drugs

1968 1969

Sophomores Juniors

Males Females Males Females

Item No. 60

1970
Seniors

Males Females

8.6 7.1 14.2 t",.5 20.3 - 18.5

16.1 15.3 19.9 19.8 25.0 27.9
---..-----.....-.

23.6 32.1 45.8

NOTES

Cited above are the data on the incidence
of nonmedical drug use presented in Figure 1 in

this paper.
The reference "nonmedical use" is to one or more of such drugs as marijuana. LSD,

barbiturates, and amphetamines. Data are not tabulated separately for these drugs, but there is

a brief discussion of trends which were
observed (decreasing use of LSD and amphetamines, increasing

use of peyote and the hard narcotics).
The surveys were based on systematic samples, and every

effort was made to insure anonymity and
confidentiality. .4% special feature of this study is its

longitudinal nature, and particularly notable is the
trend of increasing incidence over the four

years.
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Population Surveyed

Freshmen at the University
of Houston, Texas (U.H.).
Freshmen at the University

104,

Data

Ceog. Community Collection Sample

Region Sizes

West South Metropolitan Social 481 (U.H.)

Central (1$678,060) Attitude

South Atl. Small City Questionnaire 470 (U.Ca.)

of Georgia, Athens, Georgia (44,000)

(U.Ca.).

1970.

* significant at the .05 level f confidence

** significant at the .02 level 0 .confidence
*** significant at the .01 level of \onfidence

REFERENCE

Boardman, William K., "Comparison of Drug Attitudes of College Freshmen: Metropolitad

Area Vs. University Community Setting". 10 p.; Paper presented at the Southwestern
Psychological Association Convention, San Antonio, Texas, April 29 - May 1, 1971.

(ED 051 535).

10)

Percents e
U.H.

Have used drugs - am still using them 9

Have used drugs - might use them again 11

Have used drugs - not using them again 9

Have not used drugs - might try them 8

Have not used drugs - not going to use them

now often do you use drugs?

not at all

63

78

once a month or less 7

----6ACC a month 4

once a week 4

twice a week or more 5

Not used barbiturates in last 6 months 92

Used marijuana 10 or more times in last 6 months 13

Not used LSD in last 6 months 91

Not used opiates in last 6 months 96

Not used stimulants in the last 6 months 86

First used drugs at age 16 or younger 15

NOTES

Cited above are the data pertaining to the use of drugs found,

Item Nos. 27, 33, 52, 55e 56, 58, 59, and 63). The respondents ah

to be representative of freshmen at the two universities and to bl

terms of demographic and social characteristics. Anonymity of thi

The main concern of the study was the comparison of the responses
Questionnaire between the two groups, one in a metropolitan envir

small isolated community. The findings do not suggest a direct

use reported by freshmen and their location.

Data
Collection Sample

Percentage of Respoodl

Hari uana

Population Surveyed Technique_ Size P22.81 Males Females Total

Undergraduate students at a ,nterview and Hales: 150 One or more times

large private residential luestionnatre Females: 51 Freshmen 60 47 56

university in the weste,' Total: 201 Sophomores 75 73 75

Spring 1969. Juniors 78 54 71

Seniors *79 80 80

Total 72 61 69

Comparative data

1968 57

1966-67 21

REFERENCE

Garfield, Emily F., Boreing, Michael L., and Smith, Jean Paul, "Marijuana Use on a Campus:
Spring, 1969". The international Journal of the Addictions, Vol. 6, No. 3, pp. 487-491,

September 1971.

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on marijuana use found in chili

responding "yes" to the question: "Have you ever tried LSD?" A
graduates was drawn from the registrar's list. The response rati

resulting sample of 201 constituted 3.4 percent of the populatiol
up study at the same university, thus providing an opportunity't4
(age comparative data cited above). The paper includes some dat4

use, reasons for terminating marijuana use, and career indecialcsi,



1 0 1 0

Data

Item No. 61

Ceog. Community Collection Sample Percentage of Respondents

Region Type (Pop.) 'actaqlie Sizes U.H. U.Ca.

ty West South Metropolitan Social 481 (U.H.) Have used drugs - am still using them 9 15k

Central (1,678,000) Attitude Have used drugs - might use them again 11 17**k

ty South Atl. Small City Questionnaire 470 (U.Ca.) Have used drugs - not using them again 9 5

gia (44,000) Have not used drugs - might try them 8 8

Have not used drugs - not going to use them 63 55***

How often do you use drugs?
not at all 78 70***

once a month or less 7 12

significant at the .05 level of confidence twice a month 4 6

** significant at the .02 level of confidence once a week 4 6

*** significant at the .01 level of confidence twice a week or more 5 5

Not used barbiturates in last 6 months 92 92

Used marijuana 10 or more times in last 6 months 13 1,9*

Not used LSD in last 6 months 91 96**k

Not used opiates in last 6 months 96 98

Not used stimulants in the last 6 months 86 80***

First used drugs at age 16 or younger,

NOTES

15 q**

mparison of Drug Attitudes of College Freshmen. Metropolitan

nity Setting". 10 p.; Paper presented at the Southwestern
Convention, San Antonio, Texas, April 29 - May lf 1971.

Cited above are the data pertaining to the use of drugs found in this report (Table 2,

Item Nos. 27, 32, 52, 55, 56, 58, 59, and 63). The respondents were considered by the author

to be representative of freshmen at the two universities and to be similar and homogeneous in

terms of demographic and social characteriseics. Anonymity of the individuals was preserved.

The main concern of the study was the comparison of the responses on the Social Attitude
itestionnaire between the two grou.s, ene in a metropolitan environment, the other in a
trail isolated community. The findings do not suggest a direct relationship between drug

ise reported by freshmen and their location.

t a

Data

Collection
Technique

Sample
Size Yams

One or more times

Males

Percentage of Respondents

Item No. 62

LSD__-Mari uana

TotalFemales

Interview and Males: 150
questionnaire. Females: 51 Freshmen 60 47 56

U.S. Total: 201 Sophomores 75 73 75

Juniors 78 54 71

Seniors 79 80 80

Total 72 61 69 7

Comparative data
1968 57

1966-67 21

Lag, Michael L., and Smith, Jean Paul, "Marijuana Use on a Campus.
rnational Journal of the Addictions, Vol. 6, No. 3, pp. 487-491,

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on marijuana use found in this paper, plus the percentage
responding "yes" to the question, "Have you eve: tried LSD?" A random sample of 205 under-

graduates was drawn from the registrar's list. The response rate was 98 percent and the

resulting sample of 201 constituted 3.4 percent of the population. This was a second follow-
up study at the same university, thus providing an opportunity to look at longitudinal data
(see comparative data cited above). The paper includes some data on frequency of marijuana
use, reasons for terminating marijuana use, and career indecision in relation to marijuana use.



Data
Ceog. Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Rabat Technique Size

Female graduate New interview 131

students in a England

residence at Yale
University
April-May, 1969

REFERENCE

Ford, Beryl I., ',Illegal Drug Use in a Student

Population." The Medical Journal of Australia,

pp. 309-313, August 7, 1971.

Current Users
Former Users
Tried Once

Total Users

Percentage of Respondents

?1,111.1.1'413

16.8

11.4

9.2
37.4

LSD Stimulants Heroin

6.9
26.0

2.3 32.9 0.0

Item No. 63

NOTES---
Summarized above are the data on extent of illegal drug use found in this paper.

term "stimulants" refers to "stimulant pills for slimming or staying awake".
The sample included graduate students who were under 30 years of age and had taken

their undergraduate degrees in a wide variety of U. S. colleges. The eligible populati

consisted of 150 students. The data were collected in personal interviews in which the

interviewer marked a precoded questionnaire. Confidentiality of the individual respond

was maintained.

Population§=.2121i

Data

Collection
Technique

Student body at a coeducational, 51-item
liberal arts, church-related self-admin.

college located in a central questionnaire

midwest community of 2500
population.
Spring 1969.

Sample
Size

239

lEVERENCE

McLain, Mince J.; Grupp, Stanley, E.; and Schmitt, Raymond L., "Marijuana Use in a Small

Coliege: A Midwest Example". The International Journal of the Addictions, Vol. 6, No 3,

pp. 463-485, September 1971.

Population St.-veyed

Ceog.

Region

Data

Collection Number of

Respondents

Class of
Student Degree of Use

College and graduate Mid- 220-item 6,110 Under- Occasional

students of a midole Atl self-admin. graduate Regular

Atlantic state question- Extreme

University :mire

May 1969

922 Graduate Occasional
Regular
Extreme

REFERENCE

Ankei, Jeffrey L., Mllman, Doris II., Kahan, Stuart A.; and Valenti, Carlo, "Drug Usage
and lteldtc. Pdtt,rns of Behavior in University Students. I. General Survey and Marihuana

tee. Journal of th, Ameri,an College Health Association, Vol. 19, No. 3, pp. 178-186,

February 1971.

Estimated Number of Times Used

Once or twice
Three to five times
Six to nine tines
Ten to fourteen times
Fifteen to nineteen times
Twenty times or more
Total

Percentage of R
Marij

11
4

2

2

<1
6

26

NOTES

The data cited above have been inferred, as percentages of th
from data given In Table 1 in the paper. A simple random sample o

indicated population. The response rate was 79.7 percent and the
percent of the population. The questionnaire is appended to the p
of marijuana use are given. The discussion includes consideration
acteristics of marijuana users as compared to those of non-users,
use, and response to student use of marijuana.

Percentage of Respondents

?IaLllasu Hashish LSD Amphetamines Barbiturates Heroin

12.6

6.3
3.6

24.2
8.2
1.7

10.4

4.1
2.0

14.3
2.0

0.4

3.1

0.8
0.1

2.7
0.0

0.0

8.1
1.5
0.8

9.9
1.7

0.5

*Insufficient quantity of data

3.2

0.5
0.2

3.9
0.4

0.1

0.4

<0.1
<0.1 .

NOTES

The data ,.iced above have been inferred, as percentages of the
from data given in the paper. The questionnaire was administered to
at the undergraduate schools, simultaneously on each of several cam
population at each school was surveyed, about 20 percent of the gra
veyed by mail. Appropriate steps were taken to preserve the anonymi
The tegbes of use cited above are defined in the paper as follows:

Occasional: once and once per month or less,
Regular: twice per month to twice per week, and
Extreme: more than twice per week.
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Item No. 63

Percentage of Respondents

Data
Ceog. Collection Sample

Surveyed Region Technique_ Size tii:rijiana LSD Stimulants Heroin

uate New Interview 131 Current Users 16.8 6.9

a England Former Users 11.4 26.0

t Yale ' Tried Once 9.2

TotI Users 37.4 2.3 32.9 0.0

1969

I., "Illegal Drug Use in a Student
' The Medical Journal of Australia,

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on extent of illegal drug us: found in this paper. The

term "stimulants" refers to "stimulant pills for slimming or staying awake".

, August 7, 1971. The sample included graduate students who were under 30 years of age and had taken

their undergraduate degrees in a wide variety of U. S. colleges. The eligible population

consisted of 150 students. The data were collected in personal interviews in which the

interviewer marked a precoded questionnaire. Confidentiality of the individual respondents

was maintained.

Item No. 64

Data
Collection Sample Percentage of Respondents

Technique Size Estimated Number of Times Used Mari uana

onul,

d

51-item
self-admin.

239 Once or twice 11

Three to five times 4

1 questionnaire Six to nine times 2

Ten to fourteen times 2

Fifteen to nineteen times <1

Twenty times or more 6

Total 26

NOTES

anley, E.; and Schmitt, Raymond L., "Marijuana Use in a mail
"., The International Journal of the Addictions, Vol. 6, No, 3,

The data cited above have been,inferred, as percentages of the total number of respondents,
from data given in Table 1 in the paper. A simple random-sample of 300 was drawn from the

indicated population. The response rate was 79.7 percent and the final sample of 239 W33 47.8
percent of the population. The questionnaire le appended to the paper. Some data on frequency
of marijuana use arc given. The discussion includes consideration of the personal-social char-
acteristics of marijuana users as compared to those oOnon-users, perceived risks of marijuana
use, and response to student use of marijuana.

Data Percentage of Respondents
Item No. 65

Collection Number of Class of

Technique Resoondents Student Degree of Use Mari uana Hashish LSD Amphetamines Barbiturates Heroin Opium Cocaine Clue

220-item 6,110 Under- Occasional 12 6 10.4 3.1 8.1 3.2 0.4 5.2 0.9 0.7

self-admin. graduate Regular 6.3 4.1 0.8 1.5 0.5 <0.1 0.9 <0.k <0.1

question-
mire

Extreme 3.6 2 -0 0.1 0.8 0.2 <0.1 0.3 <0.1 0.1

922 Graduate Occasional 24.2 14.3 2.7 9.9 3.9 2.1
Regular 8.2 2.0 0.0 1.7 0.4 0.1
Extreme 1.7 0.4 0.0 0.5 0.1 0.0

Insufficient quantity of data

NOTES

rig H., Kahan, Stuart A. and Valenti, rarlo, "Drag Usage

for in University Students. I. General Survey and Marihuana

n College Health Association. Vol. I', No, 3, PP, 178 -186,

The data ,ited above have been inferred, as percentages of the total number of respondents.
from data given in the paper. The questionnaire was administered to randomly selei.ted classes

at the undergraduate schools, simultaneously en each of several campuses. The entire graduate
population at each school was surveyed, about 20 percent of the graduate students being sur-
veyed by mall. Appropriate steps were taken to preserve the anonymity of the respondents.

.The degrees of use cited above are defined in the paper as follows:
Occasional: once and once per month or less,
Regular: twice per month to twice per week, and
Extreme: more than twice per week.

Car

)
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Data
Geng. Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Region Technique Size

Female residents in the Auburn East Urine samples 109 (A)
University women's dormitories, South analyzed by 108 (B)
Fall ,Quarter, 1968. Central thin layer and gas

chromatographic
techniques

95 (C)

REFERENCE

Barber, Josephine H. and Means
Journal of School Health. Vol.

, Richard K., "Amphetamine Use Among College 'Women ". The
XL!, No, 4, pp. 205-208, April 1971.

Percentage

8.3
2.7

3.2

NOTES

One of the highlights of this study was the en cation of laborat
data collection. The authors state that a stratified tandom sample we
(N120). Specimens were collected on three unannounced occasions: (A)

of the quarter, (B) on a Monday ten days later, and (C) on a Friday du
examinations. Anonymity of the respondents was maintained. Time, re
cent variables were examined and differences were found to be statist!
The authors indicate that because of the planned and unplanned limitat
the paucity in the data, indication of trends was not advised.

Data

Ceog. Collection Number of

i
Population Surveyed Region Technique_ Respondents

.a. College students in Mountain 35-item 26,111

the metropolitan area mail ques- 974

of Denver-Boulder, tionnaire

Colorado
Fall 1968

REFERENCE

Barter, James T., Mizner, George L., and Verne, Paul H.,
Patterns of Drug Use Among College Students in Cie
Denver-Boulder Metropolitan Area An Epidemiological
and Demographic Survey of Student Attitudes and Practices.
SCID-TR-1, Final Report BNDD Contract No. J-68-51, Drug
Control Division, Office of Scientific Support, Bureau of
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs, U.S. Department of Justice,
Washington, D. C. 20537, September, 1971 (PB-205 002)

'Si

Hallucinogens
Ever Used Marijuana LSD Other
Original Survey 26 6 4

Follow-Up 33 9 41

NOTES

Percentage of Repondents

Amphetamines Barbiturates Tranquilizers Peyote N
14 10 10 5

19 10 11 9

Shown above are the basic data on the extent of illegal drug use found in this report. They are
tabulation of responses to it:ms 17 and 35 on the questionnaire (Appendix B for the or.ginal survey, A
the follow -up i. The number far "Ever Used" in each drug type was taken as the total users over the va
categories allowed in the questionnaire.

lnis is a very extensive report (311 pp.), in which drug use is analyzed in a wide variety of way
terns of users of amphetamines, marijuana, o- LSD (AML users).

. .



Data
Ceog. Collection Sample

-Region Technique Size

irn East Urine samples 109 (A)
es, South analyzed by 108 (B)

Central thin laver and gas 95 (C)
chromatographic
techniques

ins, Richard K., "Amphe6mine Use Among College lromen",
1. %LI, No. 4, pp. 205-208, April 1971.

Item No. 66

Percentagecf Respondents
Amphetamines

8.3
2.7

3.2

NOTES

One of the t hlighta of this study was the application of laboratory analysis procedures In
data collectios The authors state that a stratified random sample was drawn from the population
(N.120). Sped s here collected 'on three unannounced occasions: (A) on a Friday near the first
of the quarter, (A) on a konday ten days later, and (C) on a Friday during the period of final
examinations. Anonymity of the respondents was maintained. Time, rank, and school of enroll-

', ment variables were examined and differences were found to be statistically non-significant.
\The authors indicate that because of the planned and unplanned limitations of the study, Including
'the paucity in the data. Indication of trends was not advised.

Data
Collection Nemberof

n Technique Respondents

tain 35-item 16,111
mall ques- 974

tionhaire

George L.; and Werne, Paul H.,
College Students In the
Area. An Epidemiological
tudent Attitudes and Practices.
D Contract No. J-68-31, Drug,
'Scientific Support, Bureau of
es, U. S. Department of Justice,
eptenber, 1.971 (PP-205 002) .1

Percentage of Respondents

hallucinogen
Ever Esed Mac! Jana LSD Other ,Ampheta=lnea Barbitrtes Tranquilizerr Elyscl mrcociL. 4lue Sniffing

6Original Survey 261 4 , 14 10 5 2 2

Follow-Up 33 9 41 \, 19 10 11 9 2 2

Item No. 62

NOTES

Shown above arc the basic data on the extent of illegal drug use found in this report. They are taken from the
tabulation of responses to its 17 and 35 on the questionnaire (Appendix B for the original survey, Appendix h for
the follow-up). The number for "Ever Used" in eahh drug type was taken as the total us..s over the various use
categories allowed In the questionnaire.

This is a very extensive report (311 pp.), in which drug use is analyzed in a wide variety of ways. mainly In
terms of users of amphetamines. marijuana, or LSD (AID. users).



Data
Geog. Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Region Technique Size Ethnicity

White student attivists
and nonwhite militants
at a large U.S. univer-
city.

Not given Questionnaire

(1,:"

20 White activists

1968-1969 school year.
1

66 Nonwhite
ilit nts

REFERENCE

Bailey. Walter C. ano Kovel. Mary. "Differential Patterns of Drug Abuse -song White
Activists and Nonwhite Militant College Students". The intern.tfonal Jou of the
Addictions. Vol. 7. No. 2. pp. 191-199. 1972.

Extent
of Use

Pcgular

frequea

lotal

Regular
Frequent
Occasinal
Total

CarnabIs

10.0
5.0

e0

tercettakmof

I% 0

9.1 1

Z2

IS.

47.0. 4, 1

Breakdown given

NOTE.:

A.rzhet

The data sited above have been kni,tie.2. A, pf.V<AAA., vi

A.In and 66 respectively, from tta.tes th.s

The extent of bse are "

Regular use: daily.

a

65.0

14.d

Deli ill

:requent use: several' times/week or .nee /week,

OccasiOnel use; about cnc /month or less often than on,e/moith

"Cannabis" includes marijuana and/or hashist. This weir pilot .t
intended to be representative of the college r',POlirlOn. PC.WPWr'.

fairly representative of white settvists and nonwhite militants on
Comparison of them groups IA the main thrust of the ;.s.r

Population Surveyed

Studenta attending the University 60 -item mail
of Wisconsin - Milwaukee. questionnaire
Feb. and Mar. 1968.

Data
Collectior

Technique
Sample

666

REFERENCE

Linn. Lawrence S. "Social Identi!icatton and the Use ci Marijuana". The International
Journal of the Additeions. Vol. 6. co. I, np. 79-107. March 1971.

13,t1Dlrrrterlence eitIL!..E11,3415

Current users
Past users
Nonusers but with previous opportu,ity
Nonusers and no previous pport,,nitt

rA41.1YA

6
ZO

67

Cited above are tie data on rxitnt ,f use of AArIppac,A tee fhi
1.000 names was drawn by cemputsr from resi,trsti,n li.t, A ,ops of th
to the paper. Anonymity of the respondent, was preserve' It is stated
pleted questionnairt:s were returned. tut tie ts%uttoes are t.se4 #

The main concern of this paper is e091nAtioh of tie' reltioeship became
veisent tutiege N[teferas h...ve with their peel, 4t13 [iris .310,,,, of **per

Ceog.
Po elation Surer l,&0.

Oita
Collection
Trchni4un

Students enrolled at North 66-item
University of Illinois Central multiple-choice
ay Cnicago Circle. questionnaire
Skring Quarter 1968.

Sample

Size

591

REFERENCE

Greenwald. B e. and Leetgert. M. J.. "A Comparlso, of Drug Users and Non-Users on an Urban
Commuter College Car314.s". the Int.rnatIonal Journal of the Addittien,. Vol. 6. hi,. I,
pp. 63-78. March 1971.

Is

Ever Used
Age: .18

19
20
21
21

23
24

sec ce!age.. f

Total :I ;

NOTES

The data cited above were interred, at p.reentages of the total
(591). from figures given In Table i in the paper. student paticipia
voluntary and anonymous. A copy of the questionnaire Is appended tee
Is defined as anyone who has ever tried an'one or the hallucinogens.
questionnaire (question li). hallocinpens IL the conoext of this eu
hashish. LSD. mescaline. and peyote. The objective ot the study was
[heeling Wet' on the urban Ullege campus is Nentitiot.ititrt. Woo of
are not shared by the non-ustrg.population.



Ceog. ' ,

Region

y Data
Collection
'Technique

Sample

1111-

,---,

Ethnicity
Extent N,

of Use
.

Cannabis

Percentage of Respondents

c.

Item No. 68

tessLSD-Type Drugs Amphetamines

Hot gilmn Questionnaire 20 White activists iiegGlar' 25.0 -

Frequent 30.0 15.0 * 5.0.

..,'
Occasional 5.0 30.G * 35.0

Total 60.0 45.0 65.0 40.0

66 Nonwhite Regular 9.1 1.5 * 3.0

, militmits Frequent
Occasional

22.7

15.2

-

4.6

*

*

4.5

4.5

Total 47.0 611 14.0 12.0

Mau, "Differential Pattern. of Drub Abuse among White
ant College Students". The International Journal ,f the
P. 191-199, 1972.

Breakdown not given

NOTES

The data cite,. above have been inferred, as percentages of the numbers of respondents
(20 a..d 66 respectively) .rom figures given in this paper. Definitions of terms describing
the extent of use are:

Regular use: daily,
Frequent use: several times/week or once/week,
Occasional use: about once/Month or less often than once/month or not regularly.

"Cannabis" includps marijuana and/or hashish. This was a pilot study, and the sample was not
intended to be representative of the college population. However, the authors feel that it is
fairly representative of white activists and nonwhite militants on a particular college campus.
Comparison of these groups is the main thrust of the paper.

Data

Collection Sample
Technique Size

rsi,ty 60-item mail
questionnaire

666

dentification and the Use of Marijuana", The International
1. 6, No. 1, pp. 79-107, March 1971. -

Item No. 69

Direct Experience with Marijuana
Percentage of Respondents

Marijuana

Current users 7

Past users' 6
Nonusers but with previous opportunity 20
Nonusers and no previous opportunity 67

NOTES

Cited above are the data on extent of use of marijuana found in this paper. A random sample of
1,000 names was drawn by computer from registration lists. A copy of the questionnaire is appended
to the paper. Anonymity of the respondents was preserved. It is stated in the text that 704 com-
pleted questionnaires were returned, but the tabulations are based on a total of 666 respondents.
71.e main concern of this paper is examination of the relationghip between the types of sompl invol-
vements college students have with their peers and their degree of experience with marijuana.

Geog.

Region

Data

Collection
Technique

Sample
Size

Percentage of Respondents
Hallucinogens

North 66-item 591 Ever Used
entral multiple- choice, Age: <18 1.2

quedtionnairc 19 4.1
20 5.9
21 5.1
22 3.2
23 1.0

>24 3.0
Total 23.5'

, N. J., "A Comparison of Drug Users and Non-Users on an Urban
e International Journa4 of the Addictions, Vol. 6, No. 1,

. i 0

Item No. 70

NOTFS

The data cited above were inferred, as percentages of the total number of respondents
'591), from figures given in Table 1 in the paper. Student participation in the survey was
voluntary and anonymous. A copy of the questionnaire is appended to the paper. A drug user
is defined as anyone who has ever tried any one of the hallucinogens. According to the
questionnaire (question 35), hallucinogens in the context of this survey included marijuana,
hashish, LSD, mescaline, and peyote. The objective of the study 'was to determine whether
the drug user on the urban college campus is identifiablqiirpcerms of certain traits which
are not shared by the non-using population.

t
_ N
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Population Surveyed

Graduate students at a
large state university
in the southeastern U.S.
(Date not given) (11 ,

Data
Collection
Technique

Interview and
questionnaire

Worsen students at a Interview and
large coeducational questionnaire

state university,in the
southeastern U.S.
(Date not giazn) (21

Uhdergraduates at a Questionnaire

large coeducational '

state university in the
southeastern U.S.
(Date not given) (31

REFERENCES

44.

AL. -.L.
1

O

Sample
Size MarilFona LSD Mescaline

Percentage of l*moonacmr

Sedaci
Amphet-
amines

Tram,- "Sleeping
so:Ulcers Fills

169 Users 31 4 3 17

Men *alosen Overall

Never used marijuana 64 ,2 69

Discontinued use of marijuana /6 20 '2

Continuing use of marijuana 10 8 9

186 Users 26 2 3 12 _L7 10

Used marijuana 24 26 17

Never used marijuana 6 13 11

374 Users 36

Men Women
,

Ovetall
10 22 14

Experimented with marijuana 17 9 14 , 0 20 13

Continued use of marijuana 38 29 35 28 50 24

Never used marijuana 45 62 51 3 7

(11 AO-use, Beatrice A. and Ewing, John A., "Marijuana and Other Drug Use by Graduate and

Professional Students". American Journal of Psychiatry, Vol. 129, No. 4, pp. 415-420,

October 1972.

Ill Rouse, Beatrice A. and Ewing, John A., "Marijuana and Other Drug Use by Women College

Students: Associated Risk-Taking and Coping Activ.ties". Ameriaan lournal of Psychiatry,

Vol. 130, No. 4, pp. 436-490, April 1973.

(3) Rouse, Beatrice A. and Ewing, John "Student Drug Use, Risk-Taking and Alienation".

Nit to, 12 p., presented at tte American Psychiatric Association 1973 Annual Meeting,

May 7-11, Honolulu, Hawaii. Journal of the American College Health Association,. 1974,

(in press).'

e

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on the extent of drug cse found in th

figures are based on random samples from the indicated Kplations. The

pectively, 85 percent, 92 percent, and 83 percent. The term "Users" ref
reported taking the indicated drug at least once in the past year. Oche

marijuana only. The students were separated in [11 by graduate group (h

academic women), but the numbers were so small that percentages were not
Other topics discussed in these papers include sources of drug informati
of marijuana use, frequency of alcohol use by marijuana groups, expecien
various psycho-social and health aspects of drug use. Users and nonusers

pared in terms of their backgrounds, attitudes, risk-taking and desired



1 lu

to
Ileation Sample
chn v! Size

servIew and.
a:lament.

tervies and
este:pane

stIonnaire

"'"si
- -- ILitajuaLta

11

Percentage of Respondents

Amphet- Tran- Sleeping

---LSD Mescaline =leas !utilizers Pills

16; Users 11 6. 3 17

Neu Waxen Overall

Never need marijuana .64 72

Dizasnilnued use ot marijuana 26 20 22

COOtiOSIO4 use of marljuene 10 8 9

-7.1- 166 Coura 26 2 3 12 17

Used sarijuaner"
24 26

Never-used martimme
6 13

1,4 Users
Mee

36
women Overall

10 22

Experimentad rith marijuana 17 9 14 0 20

Continued UO4 of marijuana 38 27 35 28 50

Never abed marijuana 45 62 51 3

g, John A., "Marijuana and Other Drug Use by Graduate and
an Journal of Psechia:ry, Vol. 129, No. 4, pp. 415-420.

ag, John A., "Marijuana and Other Drug Use by Women College

rig and Coping Activities". American Journal of Psychiatry,

April 1973.

ng, John
American

rnel

A., "Student Drug Use, Risk-Taking and Alienation".
sychiatric Association 1973 Annual DectInd.

the American Coln e Health Association 1974

Sedatives Heroin

1

Item Ho. 71

Cocaine

<1

3

Q
9

Opium

<1

5

0
14

n

14

13

24
7

:AWES

Suwmarized above are the data on the extent of drug use fa,.nd In these three papIrs.

figures are based on random samples from the Indicated populations. The reeponso rates wen!, res-

pectively. 85 percent, 92 percent, and 81 percent. The tern "Users' refers to all students wh,

reported taking the indicated drug at least once in the past year. Otaez 5reeltdowns pertain to

marijuana only. The students were separated in 11) by graduate group (health, law, acadesie men,

academic women), blit the numbers were so snail that percentages wank not calculated for the groups.

Other topics discussed in these papers intlude sources of drug infe:mation, frequency and dsrage

of earijuana usenrcquency of alcohol use by marijuana groups, experiences with marijuana, and

Various psycho - sodas red health aspects of drug use. Users and nonusers of marijuana were eon -

pared in terms of their backgrounds, attitudes, risk - taking and desired experiences.
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Data
Ceog. Collection Number of Percentage of Respondents

.Population Surveyed Region Technique Respondents Marijuana

178 students in college (not Questionnaire 178 Adamant nonusers 22
psychology courses
(Date not given)

given) (91 males,
.3) females)

'Nonusers

Tasters

21 ,

24

Recreational users 15

Regular users 17

REFERENCh NOTES

Cross. Iferbert J and Davis. cart L., "College Students' Adjustment and Frequency of
Marijuana Use". Journal of Cowlssthg Psychology. Vol. 19, No. 1, pp. 65-67, 1972.

Cited above arc the data no five categoriesof marijuana users
respondents were volunteers from psychology courses. Adamant nonu
using a drug and state that drug use should be prohibited. Nonuser
using a drug but have not actually done so. Tasters use marijuana
Recreational users use marijuana from one to four times per month.
more than once a week. The main concern in this paper is with mal
the Rotter Incomplete Seurences Blank. Maladjustment scores and fr
to be unrelated, although the very heaviest drug users were more ma

-

Population Surveyed

Senior medical classes at one
Canadian (Ontario) and one U.S.
(California) university,
(Date not given)

Data

Collection
ieaulque ,

Qucstionnaara

Sample

Size

Ontario: 149
California: 85

RUERENCE

Solursh. Lionel P., Vetnstock, S. Joseph. Saunders, C. Scott; and ingerleider, J. Thomas.
"Attitudes of Medical Studonts Toward Cannabis". Journal of the American Medical
Association, Vol. 217, No. 10, pp. 1371-1372, September 6, 1971.

1

Extent of Use

Never
Once or more (not in last 6 mo.)
Infrequently (in last 6 mo.)
About monthly
About weekly
About daily

Percentage of Respond
Cannabis

Ontario Cali

Sample

57

16

14

10

2

1

NOTES

Summaezed above are the data on the extent of cannabis u
Cannabis was defined as "intended to include marijuana, haahia
derived from the hemp plane:- The Ontario class had an enroll
present on the day the questionnaire was distributed, and 149
The California class had an enrollment of 113; 86 were present
was distributed, and 85 responses were returned. The paper in
of use of caffeine, alcohol, and tobacco, and a discussion of
toward cannabis use.



Data 4
Ceog. Collection Number of' Percentage of Respondents
Region Technlqwe Respondents Mari uana

(not Questionnaire 178 Adamant nonusers 22
given) (el males, Nonusers 21

87 females) Tas,ers 24

te,.teational users 15

Regular users 17

, Gary I.. "Collage Students' Adjustment and Frequ,n,y of
Counseling P2v,hologv. Vol. 19, N? 1, pp 65-67, 1972.

Item No. 72

NOTES

Cited above are the data on five categories of marijuana users found in this paper. The
respondents were volunteers from psychology courses. Adamant nonusers have never considered
using a drug and state that-drug use should be prohibited. Nonusers have seriously considered
using a drug but have not actually done so. Tasters use marijuana less than once per month.
Recreational users use marijuana from one to four times per month. Regular users use marijuana
mare than once a week. The main concern in this paper is with maladjuStment, as measured by
She Rotter Incomplete Sentences Blank. Maladjustment scores and frequency of use were found
to be unrelated, although the very heaviest drug users were more maladjusted.

Data

Collection Sample
Technique Size

ne Questionnaire
U.S.

Ontario: 149

California: 85

ck, S. Joseph, Saundets, C. Scott, and Ungerleider, J. Thomas,
to Toward Cannabis". Journal of the American Medical
10, pp. 1371-1372, September 6, 1971.

°

Item No. 73

Extent of Use

Percentage

Ontario California
Sample Sample

Never 57 ... 27

Once or more (not in last 6 mo.) 1; 29

Infrequently (In last 6 mo.) 14 2

About monthly 10 23
About weekly, 2 17

About daily 1 1

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on the extent of cannabis use found in this paper.
Cannabis was defined as "intended to include marijuana, hashish, and related products
derived from the hemp plant". The Ontario class had an enrollment of 185; 150 were
present on the day the questionnaire WS distributed, 40 149 responses were returned.
TheCalifarnia class had an enrollment of 113; 86 were present on the day the questionnaire
was distributed, and 85 responses were returned. The paper includes data on the extent
of use of 'caffeine, alcohol, and tobacco, and a discussion of attitudes of the students
toward cannabis uso.
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Data

Population Ceog. Collection Sample

Surveyed Region Technique Size

Residents South Interview 2500

of the Atl.

state of
South
Carolina
age 14
years and

above.
July 14-
August 1,
1973.

REFERENCE

Chambers, Carl D.; Inclardi, James A.;,
Siegal, Harvey A.; and Conway, William
S., An Assessment of the Incidence
and Prevalence of Drug and Alcohol
Use Within the General Population of
the State of South Carolina. Resource

Planning Corporation, Washington,
D. C., Miami, Florida, and White
Plains, New York, August 1973.

Marijuana/
Hashish LSD

Projected Percents a of Po
Psychotogens Methe r ne
other than LSD Methamphetamine Heroin

*Never Used 91.1 97.4 97.1 97.5 98.2

Former User 1.6 1.0 1.2 0.9 0.2

UserA Not Current 1.6 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.1

Current User 2.6 0.1 0.2 0:2

No Data 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.0 1.5

Regular Users
Total 2.9 . 0.2 0.2 0.3 <0.1

Males: Total 2.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 <0.1

.Age: 14-17 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 <0.1

18-24 1.5 <0.1 0,1 0.2

21634 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.1

35 -49

50 and over

Females: Total 0.f <0.1
Age: 14-17 S.1

18-24 0.4 <0.1
25-34 0.1

35 -49

50 and over

Male high school students 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 <0.I <0.1
Female high school students 0.2

Male college students 0.3 <0.1 <0.1

Female college students 0.1 <0.1

Males employed 1.3 0.1 0.1 0.3

Females employed 0.2

Males unemployed 0.3 0.1
Females unemployed 0.1

Black 0.4

White 2.5 0.2 0.2 0.3 <0.1

All other/No Data

Socioeconomic Status
Upper or upper middle 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1

Middle 2.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 <0.1

Lower 0.4 0.1 <0.1

No Data 0.1

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on the use of illegal drugs found in this report. The pr

data,are from Tables 43, 47, 51, 55, 59, 63, and 67. Former users have not used the drug in

users, not current have used the drug during the past six months but not within the past 30

-

have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users include all current users, plus u

have used the drug on a daily basis.
The breakdown of regular users by demographic characteristics is based on data found in

60, 64, and 68 in the report. The figures cited above are percentages of the total base pop

whereas those in the report are percentages of the regular users in each drug category. All

rounded to the nearest tenth of one percent. Thus the notation "<0.1" denotes a result wide

percent. Any failure of the percentages in the various categories to add precisely to the

is due to rounding error.
She data cited above were obtained by quota sampling (rather than probability sampling)

possible to estimate the sampling error or to obtain confidence intervals for the indicated-

state that the figures they have given for each drug type must be viewed as minimal project/
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Data

lation Ceog. Collection Sample
ed Region uANJeTect Size

dents South interview 2500

e Atl.

of

lina
14

a and

14-
at 1

RENCE

ers, Carl D.;., Inciardi, James A.;

al, Harvey A.; and Conway, William
An Assessment of the Incidence
Prevalence of Drug and Alcohol
Within the General Population of
State of South Carolina. Resource

Ong Corporation, Washington,
C., Miami, Florida, and White
ns, New York, August 1973.

Marijuana/
Hashish LSD

prglectecation

item No. B.

Solvents/

Cocaine Inhalants
Psyc otogens
other than 1SD

Met edrine
Methamphetamine Heroin

Never Used 91.1 97.4 97.1 97.5 98.2 96.8 98.5

Former User 3.6 . 1.0 1.2 0.9 0.2 0.3

User, Not Current 1.6 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.3 <0.1

Current User 2.6 0.1 0.2 0.2 <0.1 <0.1

No Data 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.0 1.5 1.6 1.2

Regular Users
Total 2.9 0.2 0.2 0.3 <0.1 0.1 <0.1

Males: Total 2.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1

Age: 14-17 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 <0.1 <0.1

18-24 1.5 40.1 0.1 0.2 <0.1

2S -34 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.1

35-49

50 and over

Females: Total 0.6 <0.1 <0.1

Age: 14-17 0.1
<0.1

18-24 0.4 <0.1 ,0.1

25-34 0.1 Ir.

35-49
50 and over

Male high school students 0.3 1).1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1

Female high school students 0.2
<0.1

Male college students. 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1

Female college students 0.1 <0.1

Males employed 1.3 0.1 0.1 0.3 <0.1 <0.1

Females employed 0.2
<0.1

Males unemployed 0.3 0.1

Females unemployed 0.1

Black '" 0.4
<0.1

White 2.5 0.2 0.2 0.3 <0.1 0.1 <0.1

All other/No Data

Socioeconomic Status
Upper or upper middle 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1

Middle 2.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 $0.1

Lower 0.4 0.1 <0.1

No Data 0.1

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on the use of illegal drugs found in this report. The prevalence and incidence

data are from Tables 43, 47, 51, 55, 59, 63, and 67.
Former users have not used the drug in the past six months;

users, not current have used the drug during the past six months but not within the past 30 days; and current users

have used the drug during the past 30 days.
Regular users include all current users, plus users, not current who

have used the drug on a daily basis.
The breakdown of regular users by demographic characteristics

is based on data found in Tables 44, 48, 52, 56,

60, 64, and 68 in the report. The figures cited above are percentages of the total base population (1,844,390),

whereas those in the report are percentage: of the regular users in each drug category. All results have been

rounded to the nearest tenth of one percent.
Thus the notation "<0.1" denotes a result which is less than 0.05

percent. Any failure of the percentages in the various categories to add precisely to the indicated category total

is due to rounding error.
The data cited above were obtained by quota sampling (rather than probability sampling). Thus it is not

possible to estimate the sampling error or to obtain confidence
intervals for the indicated estimates. The authors

state that the figures they have given for each drug type must be viewed as minimal projections.
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Population Survelal

Data
Ceog. Collection
Region Technique

+

Frequency of Use Hari uana Amphetamines

Percentage of Respondents

"Pills"Barbiturates Tranquilizers

General population Hid-Atl Interview No Use

15 years of-age or and Self- Stratum I 77.8 92.9 92.0 90.5 88.8

older. Common- admin. II 79.6 93.4 92.2 91.1 88.2

wealth of question - III 82.1 92.9 93.7 92.6 90.4

Pennsylvania, nairc IV 83.1 92.0 92.§ 92.1 89.5

Spring 1973. (Household Total Sample 80.8 92.7 92.7 91.7 89.4

Survey) 1-11 times/year
Stratum I 9.0 4,5 5.6 6.0 7.1

II 8.2 4.6 5.4 5.6 6.9

III 8.2 3.9 4.7 4.9 5.,

IV 5.0 4.5 5.4 6.2 6.9

Total Sample 7.6 4.: 5.2 5.6 6.6

1-8 tines /month

Stratum I 7.9 1.8 1.8 2.5 2.7

II 8.6 2.0 1.7 2.3 3.3

III 6.0 2.7 1.3 1.9 2.7

IV 7.6 2.8 1.6 1.6 3.1

id.tal Sample 7.3 2.4 1.6 2.0 2.9

3 or more times/week
Stratum I 5.3 0.7 0.6 1.0 1.5

II 3.6 0.0 0.7 1.Q, 1.6

III 3.8 0.6 0.3 0.7 1.0

IV / 3 0.7 0.4 0.1 0.5

Total Sample 4.3 0.6 0.5 0.6 1.1

95% Confidence Intervals
on Dysfunctional Use
Stratum I 3.7-6.9 0.1-1.3 0.0-1.2 0.3-1.8 0.6-2.4

II 1.3-5.9 *0.0+0.2 *0.0-1.8 *0.0-2.3 0.0-3.2

III 2.5-5.1 0:0-1.2 *0.0+0.7 0.1-1.3 0.3-1.7

IV 2.8-5.8 0.0-1.4 *0.0-0.9 *00-0.4 *0.0-1.1

Statewide Total 3.5-5.1 0.3-0.9 0.2-0.8 0.3-0.9 0.7-1.5

*Actual value negative

3 or more tines /week
Age Group: 15-19

1.8

20-24
r 2.3

25-34
0.9

35-44
0.4

45-54
0.7

55 or ovc.
0.6

Sex: Male
0.9

Female
1.1

Race: Black
1.4

White
1.0

Other
0.0

REFERENCE NOTES

Schaps, Eric and Rubin, Elliot L.,
A Study of Prevalence and Intensity
of Drug and Alcohol Use in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
Governor's Council On Drug and
Alcohol Abuse, Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, Harrisburg,
Pennsylvania, August 10, 1973.

The above data by use categories and strata are found in Tables 9-14 in this report. The

frequency of use "to get 'high'" on the indicated drug types
(i.e., nonmedical use). Stratum

residents of large urban areas; Stratum II: suburban residents; Stratum III: residents of sm

towns; and Stratum IV: rural residents. The counties in each stratum are listed on page 7 in

In the composite category of "pills", respondents were
characterized according to the highest

which they used one or more of the barbiturate, tranquilizer, or amphetamine drug types. Opia

heroin, methadone, morphine, Demerol, etc. "No Use" means no use during the year prior to the

who use a drug an average of three or more times per
week arc considered "abusers" of the drug

data on confidence intervals for "abusers" by strata arc found in Table 16 1n the report, The

"abusers" of "pills" and opiates by age group, sex, and race are found In Tables 17-22. These

the corresponding data for the other frequencies of use;
the latter are omitted from the above

because of space limitations.
A total of 3,000 interviews (0.0341 percent of the

State's population 15 years of age and

conducted, but only 2,932 questionnaires were completed and returned time for analysis. 0

discarded because of suspected exaggeration (on the basis
of responses to questions on a non-4
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Data

Ceos:
Region

Collection

Surveyed Techniquee

opulation. Yid -Atl Interview

of age or and Self-

=Cfl admin.

question-

ia. nacre

73. (Household
Survey)

Eric and Rubin, Elliot L.,
of Prevalence and intensity
and Alcohol Use in the

alth of Pennsylvania.
is Council on Drug and
Abuse, Commonwealth of

vania, Harrisburg,
vania, August 10, 1973.

Frequency of Use

No Use
Stratum I

II

III

IV

Total Sample
1-11 times/vear
Stratum I

II

III
IV

Total Sample
1-8 tines /month

Stratum I

II

III
IV

Total Sample
3 or more times /week

Stratum I

II

Ill
IV

Total Sample

952 Confidence Intervals
on Dysfunctional Use

126
Item No. 76

L'maiLtila9...ofesondent!
Hari uana Amphetamines Barbiturates Tranquilizers "Pills" Opiates

77.8

79.6

82.1
83.1
80.8

9.0'
'8.2

8.2
5.0

7.6

7.9
8.6
6.0
7.6
7.3

92.9

93.4
92.9
92.0
92.7

4.5

3.9

4.3

1.8
2.0
2.7
2.8
2.4

92.0
92.2
93.7
92.6
9?.7

'5.6_
5.4
4.7

5:4*

90.5
91.1
92.6
92.1

91.7

.6.o
5.6

4.9

6.2

5.2 5.6

3.8

1.7

1.3
1.6

1.6

2.5

2.:

1.9

1.6

:.0

88.8
88.2

90.4
89.5

89.4

7.1

6.9

5.9

6.9

94.8
94.5
96.4
96.3
95.7

2.6
3.6

2.2
2.6

6.6 2.6

2.7

3.3

2.7

3.1

2.9

5.3 0.7 0.6 1.0 1.5

3.6 0.0 0.7 1.0 1.6

3.8 0.6 0.3 0.7 3.0

4.3 0.7 0.4 0.1 0.5

4.3 0.6 0.5 0.6 1.1

1.5

1.0
0.7
0.4
0.9

1.2

1.0
0.8
0.7
0.9

Stratum I 3.7-6.9 0.1-1.3 0.0-1.2 0.3-1.8 0.6-2.4 0.4-2.0

II 1.3-5.9 *0.0-0.2 *0.0,1.8 *0.0-2.3 0.0 -7.2 *0.0-2.3

III 2.5-5.1 0.0-1.2 *0.0-0.7 0.1-1.3 0.3-1.7 0.2-1.4

IV 2.8-5.8 0.0-1.4 *0.0-0.9 *0.0.0.4 *0.0-1.1 0.0-1.4

Statewide Total 3.5-5.1 0.3-0.9 0.2-0.8 0.3-0.9 C.7-1.5 0,5 -1.3

*Actual value negative

3 or mare times/week
Age Croup: 15-19

1.8 1.5

20-24
2.3 1.4 .

25-34
0.9 1.2

35-44
0.4 0.2

45-54
0.7 0.2

55 or over
0.6 0.9

Sex: Hale
0.9 1.2

Female
1.1 0.6

Race: Black
1.4 1.4

White
1.0 0.8

Other
0.0 0.0

:LOPES

The above data by use categories and
strata are found in Tables 9-14 in this report. They pertain to

frequency of use "to get 'high'" on the
indicated drug types (t.e., nonmedical use). Stratum I includes

residents of large urban areas;. Stratum II: suburban residents; Stratum
residents of small cities and

towns; and Stratum IV: rural residents. The counties in each stratum are
listed on page 7 in the report.

In the composite category of
"pills", respondents were c,aracterized

according to the highest frequency with

which they used one or more of the
barbiturate, tranquilizer, or amphetamine drug types. Opiates include

heroin, methadone, morphine, Demerol, etc.
"No 4se" means no use during the year

prior to the survey. Those

who use a drug an average of three or more times Per week are considered
"abusers" of the drug. The above

data on confidence intervals for
"abusers" by strata are found in Table 16 in the report. The data on

"ab iers" of "pills" and opiates by age group,
sex, and race are found in Tables 17-22. These tables give

the corresponding data for the other frequencies of use; the latter are omitted
from the above tabulation

because of space limitations.
A total of 3,000 interviews

(0.0341 percent of the State's population
15 years of age and older) were

conducted, but only 2,932 questionnaires were
completed and returned in time for analysis. Of these, 32 were

discarded because of suspected exaggeration
(on the basis of responses to questions on anon-existent drug).



Data
Population Ceog. Collection Sample
Surveyed Region Technique Size

Residents Vest Interview 2500
of the North
state of Central
Minnesota
age 14
years and
above
January 20-
February 16,
1973.

REFERENCE

Chambers, Carl D.; Inciardi, James A.;
and Siegal, Harvey A., An Assessment
of the Incidence and Prevalence of
Drug and Alcohol Use Within the
General Population of the State of
Minnesota. Resource Planning
Corporation, Washington, D. C. and
Miami, Florida, April 1973.

Never Used
Former User
User, Not Current
Current User
No Data

Regular Users

Marijuana/
Hashish LSD

95.1

1.7

0.3
0.3
2.6

0.4
0.3
0.1

0.2

0.1

0.1

0.2
<f.1
J.1

0.3

Projected Percentage of Population

Co

9

Psychotogens Methedrine/
other than LSD Methamphetnmine Heroin

85.2
5.0

2.1

5.4

2.3

5.6

3.4

2.2

0.8
0.7

0.2

<0.1
1.8

0.6

0.3
0.9

1.6

2.9

0.6

0.5

<0.1

4.1

1.

94.4
2.0

0.6
0.2

2.8

0.3
0.2
0.1

<0.1
0.1

0.2

0.1
<0.1
0.1

0.1
0.1

93.9
2.3
0.8
0.5

2.5

0.5

0.3
0.2

0.1
0.2

.<0.1

<0.1
<0.1
0.2

0.3
0.2

<0.1

0.3
0.2
<0.1

96.4
0.4

0.3
0.1

2.6

0.1
0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

Total
Males
7elalmr.

Hale high school students
Female high school students
Male college students
Female college students
Males employed
Females employed
Males unemployed
Females unemployed

Age: 14-17

18-24
25-34
35-49

50 and above

Socioeconomic Status
Upper or upper middle
Middle
Lower

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on the use of illegal drugs found in this report. The preval

data are from Tables 33, 36, 39, 42, 45, 48, and 51. Former users have not used the drug in the

users, not current have used the drug during the past six months but not within the past 30 days

users have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users include all current users, plus
who have used the drug on a daily basis.

The breakdown of regular users by demographic characteristics is based on data found in Tab
46, 49, and 52 in the report. The figures cited above are percentages of the total base populat
whereas those in the report are percentages of the regular users in each drug category. All res

rounded to the nenrest tenth of one percent. Thus the notation "<0.1" denotes a result which is

percent. Any Canute of the percentages in the various categories to add precisely to the indi
is due to rounding error.

The data cited above were obtained by quota sampling (rather than probability sampling).
possible to estimate the sampling error or to obtain confidence intervals for the indicated est
state that the figures they have given for each drug type oust be viewed as minimal protections.

1



Rion Ceog.
Led_ Region

Data
Collection
Technique

Sample
Size

::ever Used

Former User
User, Not Current
Current User
No Data

Regular Users

Marijuana/
Hashish LSD

95.1

1.7

0 3
0.3
2.6

0.4

0.-3

0.1

0.2

0.1

0.1

0.2
<0. 1

0.1

0.1
0.3

Proleeted Percentage of Population

Item No. 75

Solvents/

Cocaine Inhalants
Psychotogens Methedrine/

other than LSD Methamphetamine Heroin

tots Vest
!Aorth

of Central

ota

and

ty 20-
sry 16,

Interview 2500 85.2
5.0
2.1

5.4

2.3

5.6

3.4

2.2

0.8
0.7

0.2

<0.1
1.8

0.6
0.3
0.9

1.6

2.9
0.6
0.5

<0.1

4.1

1.5

94.4
2.0
0.6
0.2
2.6

0.3
0.2
0.1'.

<0.1
0.1

0.2

0.1
<0.1
0.1

<0.1
0.1
0.1

93.9
2.3

0.8
0.5
2.5

0.5

0.3
0.2

0.1

0.2

<0.1

<0.1

<0.1

0.2

0.3
0.2

<0.1

0.3
0.2

<0.1

96.4
0.4

0.3
0.1
2.8

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

0.1

93.7

1.8

0.8

0.5
3.2

0.6

0.3
0.3

=--

<0.1

0.2

0.1
0.3

0.3
0.1

0.2

f).2
0.3
0.2

95.7

1.2

0.2
0.2
2.7

0.2
0.2

<0.1

<0.1

0.2

<0.1
<0.1

0.1

'0.1
0.2

Total
Hales
Females

Male high school students
Female high school students
Male college students
Female college students
Dales employed
Females employed
Males unemployed
Females unemployed

Age: 14-17

18-24
25-34
35-49

50 and above

Socioeconomic Status
Upper or upper middle

Middle
Lower

'CE

ers, Carl D.; inelardi, Janes A.;
legal, Harvey A., An Assessment

!..Incidenee and Prevalence of
and Alcohol Use Within the
al Population of th. State of

ota. Resource Planning
ration, Washington, D. C. and

, Florida, April 1973.
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DOTES

Summarized above are the data on the use of illegal drugs found in this report. The prevalence and incidence

data are from Tables 33, 36. 39, 42, 45, 48, and 51. Former users have not used the drug In the past six months;

users, not current have used the drug during the past six months but not within the past 30 days; and current

users have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users include all current users, plus users, not current

who have used the drug on a daily basis.
The breakdown of regular users by demographic

characteristics Is based on data found in Tables 34, 37, 40, 43,

46, 49, and 52 in the report. The figures cited above arc percentages of ihe total base population (1,909,500),

whereas those in the report are percentages of the regular users in each chug category. All results have been

rounded to the nearest tenth of one percent. Ohus
the notation "<0.1" deputes a result which is less than 0.05

percent. Any failure of the percentages in the various
categories to add precisely to the indicated category total

is due to rounding error.
The data cited above were obtained by quota sampling (rather than probability sampling). Thus it is not

possible to estimate the sampling error or to obtain confidence intervals for the indicated estimates. The authors

state that the figures they have given for each drug type must be viewed as minimal projections.

11



Data
Percentage of Respondents

Collection Auphet- Methimphet- Barbi- Heperi- Hydro-
Population Surveyed Technique Marijuana LSD amines amines tarates Heroin dine morphone Codeine Cocaine Morphine paregoric Pc
1799 employees in 51 8Citem Any use 9 i 10 2
Federal agencies. self- admin. 6 times or more 1 I 4
March 1972. questionnaire 25 times or more 2 <1 3

REFERENCE
NOTES

3 2 7 2 6 2 2 4 '
2 <1 2 <1 1 1 <1 <1
1 <I <1 <1 1 <1 <1 <1

Hart, H. C,, "Drug/Alcohe.1 Survey. Usage Among a Croup of Federal Employees". Nwsltr.
Res. Psvehol., Vol. 14, No. 1, pp. 42-48, 1972.

In March 1972 a drug/alcohol questionnaire
was distributed to flcovering 5.639 employees.

Storable responses were received from 1,79
anonymity of individuals and agencies was preserved. Internal checks
were built into the questionnaire. Cited above are the data on usage
in the paper, which arc based on the "second

question" technique. Threspondents tend to be weighted toward the
higher educational and socspectrum. He feels that the sample is representative of the entire g

chosen, but probably not of the general population.

Population Surveyed

Data

Collection
Technique_

0111,

Percentage of Respondents
Amphet- Methnmphet- Barbi- Heperi- Hydro-

'911122pa LSD amines amines curates Heroin dine morphen/ Codeine Cocaine Morphine Paregoric Pe

162 patients in 'a 80-item Any use 13 4 7 2 4 5 9 3 5 3 3 6
VA hospital self-admin. 6 tines or twee 4 <1 4 2 <1 3 1 1 <1 2
August 1971. questionnaire

REFERENCE

Hart, H. C. and glitch, J. W.. "Drug/Alcohol Survey. II. Usage Among a Croup of VA
Patients". Nwsltr. Res. Psvchol., Vol. 14, No. 2, pp. 2 -5, 1972.

NOTES

In August 1971 a drug/alcohol questionnaire wag given to 680 pati
Storable responses were received from 162 patients. Complete anohyoit
preserved. Internal checks for accuracy and validity were built into
above are the data on usage of drugs found in Table 1 :n the paper,
question" technique. The author states that the mean socio-economic
in the lover middle class.

Data
Ccog. Community Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Region Size (porq Technique_

People of age 15 and over South City Interview' 1,000
living in Winston-Salem. Atl. (133,000)
North Carolina.
1971.

REFERENCE

Wake Forott tnlversity, Youth Ser.a...es Bureau, A Study of the Knowledge and Attitudes of
Winston-Salem Citizens vn,ernlAK Drug Lae and Abuse. Mimeo, 46 p.. Youth Serviies Bureau
of Wake Forest University, Winston-Salem, North Carolina, March 1972.

Have tried it before or might
try occasionally

Use when I feel like it

Use freely or have tried:

Blacks
Whites

Percentage of Re
Mescaline Amp

Marijuana LSD or Peyote amEn

5.2 0.6 1.1
2.3 0.6 1.0

7.8 1.3 2.3
7.7 1.3 2.4

NOTES

Summarized above are the aata an extent of use of drugs found in
based on the responses of the just 1010o interviewee out of total
the report, the figures for marijuana are broken down by age groups.
a prominent part of this report, since, ea the title indicates, the s
with knowledge and attitudes.
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eta

611ection

gilkarg.-

Item No. 27

Percentage of Respondents
Amphet- Methamphet- Barbi- Meperi- Hydro-

na LSD amines amines curates Heroin dine morphone Codeine Cocaine Morphine Paregoric Pe ate qt adoone cybin )4r '1't
Item Any use 9 1 10 2 . 3 2 7 2 6 2 2 4 1 1 1 1 '1 .1If-admin. 6 times or more 3 .1 4 2 <1 2 .1 1 l 1 1 .1 .1 .1 '1 '1 '1stionnaire 25 times or more 2 <r, 3 1 <1 <1 <1 .1 1

'1
.1 -1 1 1 1 1 1

NOTES

Meth- PsIlo-

Survey. I: Usage Among a Croup of Federal Employees". sl r.
. 1. pp. 42-48. 1972.

a

lection

hnIgue

Item Any use
f-admin. 6 times or more
stIonnaire

In March 1972 a drug/alcohol questionnaire
wan distributed to fifty -one Federal apencies

covering 5,639 emplo7ees. Scorable response., wore received from 1,799 employees. Completeanonymity of indiviouals and agencies was preserved.
Internal checks for accuracy and validity,were built into the questionnaire.

Cited above are the data on usage of drugs hound in Table Iin the paper. which are based on the "second question" technique. The author states that the
respondents tend to be weighted toward the higher

educational and socio-economic end of thespectrum. He feels that the sample is representative of
the entire group from which it was

chosen, but probably not of the general ptopulation.

Item No. 78

Percentage of Respondents
Amphet- Methamphet- Barbi- Heperl- Hydro- Meth- Nilo-

Marl uana LSD amines amines curates Heroin dine morphone Codeine Cocaine Morphine, Paregpr, pevnte 524 sdone fmt ?kr

13 4 7 2 4 5 9 3 5 3 3 8- 2 2 3 2 2 2
4 <I 4 2 <I 3 <1 I 2 .1 I <I <1 '1 .1

V. "Drug/Alcohol Survey. il (Stage Among a Croup of VA
chol. Vol. 14, No. 2, pp 2-5, 1972.

NOTES

In August 1971 a drug/alcohhl questionnaire was given to 680 patients In a vA hospital.
Scorable responses were received:from 162 patients. Complete anonymity of Individuals was
preserved. Internal checks for accuracy and validity Were built into the questionnaire. Cited
above are the data on usage of drugs found in Table ) in the Paper, which arc based on the "second
question" technique. The author; states that the Meal'. socio-economic level of the respondents .als
In the lover middle class.

Data

Geog. Community Collection
Region Size (pop! ' Technique

South City Interview
Ati. (133,000)

Item No. 21

Sample

Size nsilmaal

5.2

LSD

0.6

Percentage of Respondents

Heroin

za 2

Line

0.8

Mescaline
or Peyote,

Amphet-
amines

6.3

Barbi-
curates

1,000 Have tried it before or might
try occasionally 1.1 8.5

Use when 1 feel like it 2.3 0.6 1.0 2.1 2.6 0.4 0.6

Use freely or have tried:

Blacks 7.8 1.3 2.3 2.9 6.1 0.5 2.1
Whites 7.7 1.3 2.4 12.6 19,5 0.6 0.31

NOTES

th Services Bureau, A Study of the Knowledge and Attitudes of
erning Drug 124C and Abuse. Mimeo, 46 p., Vouch Services Bureau
Winston- Salem, North Carolina, MarL11 1972.

Summarized above are the data on extent of use of drugs ..und to this lepnrc. Tt.e tig.t.s

based on the responses of the first 1,000 interviewees out of a cocas 141.14M .4mpe Vi .4)j. In

the report, the figures for marijuana are broken down by age stoup*. Data on extent of u,. are not
a prominent part of this -eport, since. Ls the title indicates, the 6tudy was concerned primarily
with knowledge and attitudes.
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NN

1't)
Population Surveyed

Approximately 5,390 U.S. Army personnel in 40
separate units from 12 military communities

in Watt Germany.
Fall 1970 and'F..1 1971.

'Data

Collection
Teclialque

oguestionitaire

*.?

REFERENCE

Tennant, Forrest S., Jr. (Maj., MC, USAR), "Drug Abuse the U.S. Army, Europe". Journal of

the American Medical Association, Vol. 221, No. 10, pp. 1146-1149, September 4, 1972."

Drug Use

.1 2 4
Prevalency of Illegal Drugs Used'in the U.S. Army

Percentag

1970

Used.illegal drug one or

more times inlife
Currently uses illegal drugs

more'than three times per week
Currently uses drugs "harder" than hashish more

than three times per week
Currently uses opiates more

than three times per week

46

16

4

<0.5

NOTES

Cited above is the quantitative information on
the extent of use of

this paper. No breakdown by specific drugs is given. Nor is it stated

total for the two years or an approximate
number surveyed in each year.

data on drug abuse requiring treatment,
hiXtalfmations for drug abuse

of available drugs and complications, edu
ion, treatment, and rehabil

..
Data

Ceog. Collection

Population Surlilmf Region, 'ILAqaleil

: .

Enlisted men'representatrve of World-wide 73-item

the U. S. Armed Services. self-admin.

Sep. 70 - Sep. 71 questionnaire

Sample
Size

8,643
6,830
6,703
14,334

36,51d

REFEPEvrE

Fisher, Allan H., Jr., Preliminary Findings from the 1971 Don Survey or Drug Use Humildin

Technical Report 72-8, Human Resources Research Organization, 300 North Washington Street,

Alexandria, Vitgidia 22314, March 1972.

.

Any Use in Past Year

Mari wan&

Protected DoD Per

Other Stimu-

Psychedelics lants

Army 42.7 29.4 28.0

Navy 21.8 ,12.1 11.9

Marine Corps 38.0 22.9 24.1

Air Force 16.3 8.3 7.1

All Services 29.9 18.8 17.9

Any Use in Past Year
by Service Location
Army

Continental U.S. 41.3 28.4 28.9

Europe 40.2 ' 33.0 23.0

Vietnam 50.9 30.8 31.9

Other Southeast Asia 42.0 23.2 24.7

Total Army 42.7 29.4 28.0

Navy
Continental U.S. 23.4 ,/113.0 13.0

Europe 12.4 8.1 6.4

Southeast Asia 18.6 9.2 9.3

Total Navy 21.3 12.1 11.9

Marine Corps
Continental U.S. 37.6 22.9 24.2

Okinawa 41.8 24.3 24.0

Ot,.er Southeast Asia 37.5 21.7 23.1

Toigl USMC 38.0 22.9 24.1

Air Force
Continental U.S. 15.8 8.4 7.3

Europe 12.6 8.5 5.0

Turkey 13.4 9.2 7.8

Vietnam 23.6 7.9 6.9

Thailand -rcs,
Taiwan

22.7
21.8

7.7
8.6

8.1
11.3

Other Southeast Asia 16.9 6.5 6.7

Total USAF 16.3 8.3 7.1'

NOTES

The projected percentages in the first tabulation above (found in

were extrapolated from the survey sample data and weighted according

the military force as of August 31, 1971. They are not additive acro

of multiple drUg use. The data on users arc further broken down in t
frequency classes, and average rates of use arc given by Service and
down by Serv,Ice location is Table 18, p. 23, in the report. Correspo

be found in Tables 19 and 20. Data are also given on use of drugs in
aultiPle drug use, various demographic correlates of drug up, and or

also contains findings on drug acquisition, availability, sources of
drug problems by admitted users of nontherapeutic drugs. Reasons for

probed by the author in a companion report, (HumRRO Technical Report 7



Data

Collection
Technique

personnel in ce Questionnaire

ary communities

F

NC. USAR). "Drug Abuse the U.S. Army, Europe". Journal of

tion, Vol. 221. No. 10. pp. 1146-1149, September 4, 1972.

Drug Use

71. 2 4
revalency of 111sea1 Crags Used in the U.S. Arms, Europe

Percentage

1970 1971

46 46

16 16

4 6

<0.5 1.5

Used illegal drug one or

more times in life
Curreritly uses illegal drugs

more than three tines per week
Currently uses drugs "harder" than hashish more

than three times per week
Currently uses opiates more

than three tires per week

Item No. 80

NOTES

Cited above is the quantitative
intornation on the extent of use of illegal

drugs fourd it

this paper. No breakdown by specific drugi is given. Nor is it stated uhether the 5,300 as a

total for the two years or an
approximate number surveyed in each year. The paper include.; some

data ..n drug abuse requiring treatment,
hospitalizations for drug abuse by cause, and discussion

of available drugs and complications,
education, treatment, and rehabilitation.

Ceog.
Region

'Data
Collection
fcchnique

Sample

Size
Any Use in Past Year ,

Mari uana

Other
Psychedelics,

Protected DOD Percentage

:tem, No. 41

Narcotics
SEimu-

brats

Depres-
Santa%

of World-wide 73-item 8.643 Army
42.7 29.4 28.0 20.4 20.1

self-admin. 6,830 Nay 21.8 12.1 11.9 6.7 6.1

questionnaire 6,703 Marine Corps 38.0 22.9 24.1 14.8 13.6'

14,334 Air Force 16.3 8.3 ." 7.1 4.6 4.2

36.510 All Services 29.9 18.8 17.9 12.2 11.7

Any Use in Past Year
by Service Location

Army
eontitental U.S.

28.4 , 28.9 21.5 20.1

Europe

.41.3
40.2 33.0 23.0 14.0 13.3

Vietnam 50.9 30.8 31.9 25.1 28.5

Other Southeast Asia 42.0 23.2 24.7 18.1 17.6

Total Army 42.7 29.4 28,0 20.4 20.1

Navy
Conariental U.S. 13.4 13.0 13.0 7.2 6.5

Europe 1..4 8.1 6.4 3.4 1.6

Southeast Asia 18.6 9.2 9.3 5.6 5.4

Total Navy 21.8 12.1 11.9 6.7 6.1

Marine Cdrps
Continental U.S. 37.4 22.9 24.2 15.0 13.6

Okinawa 41.8 24.3 24.0 14.2 13.9

Other Southeast Asia 37.5 21.7 23.1 13.6 12.4

Total USMC 38.0 22.9 24.1 14.8 13.6

Air Force
Continental U.S. 15.8 8.4 7.3 4.7 4.4

Europe 12.6 8.5 5.0 3.0 1.8

Turkey 13.4 9.2 7.8 4.8 1.6

Vietnam 23.6 7.9 6.9 5.0 6.0

Thailuld 22.7 7.7 8.1 4.1 3.4

Taiwan 21.8 8.6 11.3 7.0 8.0

Other Southeast Asia 16.9 6.5 6.7 4.1 3.7

Total USAF 16.3 8.3 7.1 4.6 4.2

NOTES

4

lininar
Findings from the 1971 DoD Survey of Drug Use. MumRRO

n Resources Research
Organization. 300 North Washington Street,

14, March 1972.

The projectedpercentages in the first tabulation above (found in Table 7, p. 15 in the report).

were extrapolated from the survey sample data and weighted according to the composition and size of

the military forte as of_August 31, 1971.
They are not additive acrops rows, due to the possibility

of multiple drug use. The data on users ar, .urther broken dcwn in they report into a number of

frequency classes, and average rates of we are givd111 by Service and frAquency class. The break-

down by Service location is Table la, p. 23, in the report.
Corresponding figures on daily use may

be foundin Tables 19 and 20. Data are also given on use of drugs in combination with alcohol,

multiple drug use, varidUs demographic correlates of drug use,
and origins of drug use. The report

also contains findings on drug acquisitione availability, sources of supply, and recognition of

t-ug problems by admitted users of nontherapeutic drugs. Reasons for drug use and other topics are

probed by the author in a companion report (Hoag° 'technical
Report 72-9).



Population Surveyed

Data

Ceog, Collection

Siam Technique

Youth, ages 12 to Yid -Atl. 160-item

25 in the schools self-admin.

of Montgomery question-

County, nacre

Pennsylvania
1971.

REFERENCE

Pilnick, Saul and Streit, Fred, A Survey
of Drug Usage and Abuse in dcragemerY

County, Pennsylvania. Prepared by

Scientific Resources Inc., Human Systees

Institute, 41 Skyline Drive, Morristown,
New Jersey 07960 for Montgomery County
Drug Commission, Norristown, Pennsylvania,
August 1971 (In limgAbuse Mon.gomery
County, Pennsylvania, Noweber 1971;
ED-066 674)

Item N

Sample
Size Mari uana

Percentage of Students Per School

LSD, etc. Amphetamines Barbiturates

5,981 Junior High Schools: Low 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Average 7.0 2.2 3.4 3.7

High 25.0 8.3 11.8 17.7

High Schools: Low S.3 0.0 1.0 0.0

Average 21.2 5.6 5.6 4.1

High 43.4 13.0 11.9 10.7

Private Schools: Low 5.6 2.8 1.4 0.0

Average 26.3 5.6 5.5 3.7

High 46.5 25.6 18.T 7.0

Colleges: Low 16.9 1.4 7.1 0.0

Average 37.0 7.6 11.9 6.1

digh 70.0 30.1 26.6 9.5

Noses

The principal findings on extent of drug use given in this report are summarized above.

figures pertain to "heavy use" of the indicated drugs, defined by the authors as follows:

Marijuana: five or more times,.

LSD: three or more tines,

Amphetamines: eleven ormore times,

Barbiturate?: eleven or more tines, and

Heroin: three or more times.

The terms "Loy" and "High" refer to the range of use found within each .ype of school. The

includes an analysis of the use of each drug in relation to the availability of the drug, a

in relation to certain social and demographic characteristics. Total incidence is given fo

use of single drugs, and for use of various combinations of two or more drugs.

A stratified random sample was surveyed in eachof the high schools. In the colleges,

the participation was on a voluntary basis, which would invalidate some of the college data

self-selection and nonrandomitation. The study also included interviews with a sample of.s

Data

Collection

Population Surveyed Technique

Enlisted Vietnam 55-item

returnees in ranks self-admin._

E-6 or below and anonymous

age 26 or below questionnaire

processiAg for ETS
separation
March 1971

Number of

Respondents
1,011

REFERENCE

Nelson, K. Eric and Panzarello. Jacob,

"Preliminary Findings -- Prevalence of
Drug Use, Enlisted Vietnam Returnees
Processing for ETS Separation, Oakland
Overseas Processing Center, March 1971."

Mimeo. 8 p.

g.-.:11f )

Prior to Tour in Vietnam

Marijuana Acid

Experimental (1-4 times) 13.40 5.76

Casual (5-19) 14.90 10.39

Heavy (20-199) 12.01 2.29

Habitual (200+) 8.46 0.30

During Tour in Vietnam
Experimental (1-4) 13.62 5.36

Casual (5-19) 11.1: 8.95

Heavy (20-199) 16.59 0.30

Habitual (200+) 17.54 0.30

Current Use Duricg Last 30 Days

Experimental (1-4) 7.73 3.26

Casual (5-10) 7.63 0.59

Heavy (11-20) 9.84 0.10

Habitual (30+) 13.90 0.19

Ever Used 63.1Q 16.20

NOTES

Percentage of Respondents

Amphetamines Barbiturates Heroin'or Morphine

4.06 3.67

5.85 4.67

3.67 2.76
0.39 0.6Q

5.56 4.95
6.96 5.85

3.36 2.10

0.49 2.48

3.47 2.77

1.29 2.66
0.69 0.99

0.30 0.59

20.6')

3.08
2.48

0.59

5.77
4.50
9.1S
3.18

4.27

3.47
4.27
4.17

18.27 23.3F

2.

2

2

0

5
7

5

S

2

0

0

20

The above drta are found in the tables in this paper. "Acid" refers to "LSD, Peyote, etc." It should

that the frequency categories for usage during the last 30 days differ "ors those for the "Prior to" and "DO

classifications; they are designed to approximate "experimental" through "habitual" U60 for a one-month perk

.

Questionnaires were administered to groups varying from 15 to 100 persons as they were undergoing proda

separation from the service. The medical basis of the survey and the the respondentswereemph
' 1 6
0.4 )

1



Data
Ceog. Collection

Surveyed Region InigleTecl

as 12 to Mid-Atl. 160-item

schools self-admin.
quest ton-

noire

atria

Saul and Streit, Fred, A Survey
Usage and Abuse in Aontgomery
Pennsylvania. lirepared by

is Resources Inc., Human Systems

, 41 Skyline'Drtvo, Morristown,

ey 07960 for Montgomery County
ssion, Norristown, Pennsylvania,

972 (In Drug Abuse Montgomery
Pennsylvania, Uovember 1971;

74)

Sample
Size

Junior High Schools:

High Schools:

Private Schools:

Colleges:

NOTES

Low
Average
High

Low
Average
High

Low
Average
High

Low
Average
High

Mari uana

Percentage of Students Per School

Item No. 82

Heroin
LSD, etc. Amphetamines Barbiturates

5,081 0.0
7.0

25.0

5.3

21.2
43.4

5.6

26.3
46.5

16.9

37.0

70.0

0.0

2.2

8.3

0.0
5.6
13.0

2.8

5.6

25.6

1.4

7.6

30.0

0.0
3.4

11.8

1.0

5.6
13.9

1.4
5.5

18.7

7.1

11.9

26.6

0.0

3.7

17.7

0.0
4.1

10.7

0.0
3.7

7.0

0.0
6.1

9.5

0.0
1.1

22.8

0.0
1.8

5.7

0.0
1.5
4.6

0.0
2.1
6.6

The principal findings on extent of drug use given in this report are summarized above. The

figures pertain to "heavy use" of the indicated drugs, defined by the authors as follows:

Marijuana: five or more times,

LSD: three or more times,

Amphetamines: eleven or more times,

o Barbiturates: eleven or more times, and

Heroin: three or more times.

The terms "Low" and "High" refer to the range of use tuund within each type of school. The report

includes an analy&ta of the use of each drug in relation to
the availability of the drug, as well as

In :elation to certain social and demogkaphic characteristics. Total incidence is given for exclusive

use of single drugs, and for use of various combinations of two or more drugs.

A stratified random sample was surveyed in each of the high schools. In the colleges, some of

the participation was on a voluntary basis, which would
invalidate some of the college data due to

Self-selection and nonrandomization. The stady also included Interviews with a sample of students.

Data
Collection
Technique

Number of

Respondents Marijuana Acid

55-item 1,011 Prior to Tour in Vietnam

self-admin. Experimental (1-4 times) 13.40 5.76

anonymous Casual (5-19) 14.90 10.39

questionnaire Heavy (20-199) 12.01 2.29

Habitual (200+) 8.46 0.30

'During 'sour in Vietnam

Experimental (1-4) 13.62 5.36

.Casttal (5-19) 11.13 8.95

Heavy (20-199) 16.50 0.30

Habitual (200+) 17.54 0.30

Current Use During Last 30 Days

Experimental (1-4) 7.73 3.26

Casual (5-10) 7.63 0.59

Heavy (11-29) 9.84 0.10

Habitual f3C/ 11.90 0.19

Ever Used 63.10 16.20

NOTES

anrarella, Jacob,

--Prevalence of
etnam Returnees
paratfon. Oakland
enter, March 1971."

"ei o

,
Item No. 83

Percentage of Respondents

Amphetamines Barbiturates Heroin or Morphine OLLIE

4.06

5.85
3.67

0.39

5.56
6.96
3.36

"0.49
,v

3.47

1.29
0.69
0.30

20.6')

3.67 2.98

4.67 3.08 2.37

2.76 2.48 2.37

0,10 0.59 0.00

4.95 5.77 5.86

5.85 4.50 7.26

2.10 9.15 5.86

2.48 3.18 0.49

2.77 4.27 5.17

2.66 3.47 2.68

0.99 4.27 0.89

0.59 4.17 0.39

18.2; 23.3P 20 46

Tao- above data are found in the tables in this paper. "Acid" refers to "0;0, Peyote, etc." It should he noted

that the frequency categories for usage during the last 30 days differ from those for the "rrior to" and "During"

classifications; they are designed to approximate
"experimental" through "habitual" use for a one-month period.

Questionnaires were administered to groups varying from 15 to 200 persons as they were nndervIng procsasing for

separation from the service. The medical basis of the survey and the anonymity, of the respordentswereemphasized.
.

)



Data

Geoe.' Collection Number of
Population Surveyed Region Technique Respondents
Students in schools New 33-item 15,880
and colleges in 12 England self-admin.
communities in Maine questionnaire
Fall' 1970

REFERENCE

New England Learning and Research, Inc., A Survey of
Drug Use in a Cross-Section of Maine Communities,
Prepared for the Interagency Commission on Drub Abuse
by Nev England Learning and Research, Inc., 85 Cony
Street, Augusta, Maine 04330, March 1971.

Yuri tsana Psychedelics
Number of Times Used

Percentage of Respondents

Speed Pills Codeine !laa Nero

1-2 6.2 2.5 3.3 4.3 3.3
3-7 3.6 1.6 1.8 3.3 1.6
8-15 3.1 0.5 0.7 1.1 0.7
16 or more 7.1 0.9 0.7 1.2 1.6
Total 20.0 5.5 6.5 9.9 7.2

Presently Using 12.2 2.1 3.0 3.2 4.5

NOTES

1.3

0.6
0.7
1.0

3.6

1.5

0.9
0.1

0.4
1.4

0.3

Tabulated above are the data found in this report on the use of the indicated substances "fo
purposes". Pills are identified in the questionnaire as "ups and downs", psychedelics_as_"Mesc/L,
associated with cough syrup, and nutmeg means nutmeg or cinnamon._

The 12 communities were selected to be- representative of the state. The survey covered the
in those communities. The questionnaire, reproduced in the report, covered a wide range of social
characteristics. Anonymity of the respondents was guaranteed.

Number of
Population Surveyed Respondents Marijuana LSD

Military personnel Usage:
assigned to the Army's 3,070 Prior to Army 27.9 6.6
23rd Infantry Division, 3,081 While in Vietnam 33.6 4.0
Vietnam. Fall 1970. 3,055 At present 18.5 2.3

'First-term airmen at 1,215 Current use 39 6
USAF, Korat, Thailand.
kerly 1971.

American high school 911 Frequency of use:
students (Grades 9-12) Sometimes 37
in Bangk)k, Thailand. Daily 14
Late autumn 1970 and Once /week 24
early 1971. Once/month or less 36

Ex-user 23

Personnel leaving the 1,200+ Current use 22.9
Army's 2nd Infantry
Division, Deros, Korea.

October 1970-July 19/t.

REFERENCE

Baker, Stewart L., Jr, (Col., MC), "Ftesent Status of the Drug Abuse Counteroffensive
t:e firmed Forces". Bulletin of the Nev York Academy of Medicine, Vol. 48, No, 5, pp.
7L.. June 1972.

Percentage of Respondents

Multiple drugs
AmRhetamines Cocaine Barbiturates Heroin with heroin

9.2 3.3

10.4 5.5
4.8 3.2

12

NOTES

As in the author's June 1971 report (See Item No. 93)( the nor
based primarily on the anonymous questionnaire technique. In the
is information on the relatignship between type of drug used and le,
marijuana use tends to increase with educational level, while the r
for multiple drug.use will. heroin. In the school survey, data on C
urates, heroin and LSD are cited in terms of frequency of use of me
Is that about 8 percent of the 911 students admitted to the use of
on the fourth survey provide the additional information that 13,4 p

in dangerous drugs, 6.4 percent use narcotics, and that between Octobe
719- tentage of drug users rose from 5.3 to 9.9. A considerable portion

with the total panorama of drug abuse counteroffensives, particular;

6.6
10.1

4.3

0.2

0.4

0.4

11 8

3,2

6.0
3.4



Data
Ceog. Collection Number of
Region, Technique Respondents
New 33-item 15,880
England self-admin.

questionnaire

Research, Inc., A Survey of
ion-of Tbliie Communities,
ency Commission on Drug Abuse
and Research, Inc., 85 Cony
04330, March 1971.

Number of Times Used
Marillms Foishededics

Percentage of Respondents

Heroin

Item No. 84

Glue or SolventsSpeed Pills Codeine Nutmeg

1-2 6.2 2.5 3.3 4.3 3.3 1.3 0.9 2.6
3-7 3.6 1.6 1.8 3.3 1.6 -0.6 0.1 1.6
8-15 3.1 0.5 0.7 1.1 0.7 0.7 - 0.9
16 or more 7.1 0.9 0.7 1.2 1.6 1.0 0.4 0.7
Total 20.0 5.5 6.5 9.9 7.2 3.6 1.4 5.8

Presently Using 12.2 2.1 3.0 3.2 4.5 r 1.5 0.3 1.3

NOTES

Tabulated above are the data found in this report on the use of the indicated substances "for other than medicinal
purposes". Pills are identified in the questionnaire as "ups and downs", psychedelics as "Mesc/LSD"; codeine is
associated with cough syrup, and nutmeg means nutmeg or cinnamon.

The 12 communities were selected to be representative of the state. The survey covered the school-age populations
in those communities. The questionnaire, reproduced in the report, covered a wide range of social and demographic -

characteristics. Anonymity of the respondents was guaranteed.

Number of
Respondents

3,070
3,081

3,055

1,715

Usage:

Prior to Army
While in Vietnam
At present

Current use

Mari nen& LSD

27.9

33.6
18.5

39

911 Frequency of use:
Sometimes 37

Daily 14

Once/week 24

Once/month less 36

Percentage of Respondents
Multiple drugs

Amphetamines Cocaine Batbiturates Heroin with heroin Opiates without heroin Other

Item No. 85

Multiple drugs

6.6 9.2 3.3 6.6 0.2 3.2 3.3 10.7 3.3

4.0 10.4 5.5 10.1 0.4 6.0 6.4 10.3 3.9

2.3 4.8 3.2 4.3 0.4 3.4 3.4 5.1 2.1

6 12 11 8

NOTES-or

Ex-user 23 As in the author's June 1971 report (See Item No. 93), the surveys reported in this paper were

1,200+ Current use 22.9
bow-4 primarily on the anonymous questionnaire technique. In the first survey cited above, there
IL. Information on the relationship between type of drug used and level of education, showing that
marijuana use tends to increase with educational level, while the reverse appears to be the case

for multiple drug use with heroin. In the school survey, data on the use of amphetamines, barbit-
urates, heroin and LSD are cited in terms of frequency of use of marijuana. A significant finding

is that about 8 percent of the 911 students admitted to the use of heroin at some time. The data
on the fourth survey provide the additional information that 13.4 percent of the respondents use

1.. MC), "Present Status of the Drug Abuse Counteroffensive in dangerous drugs, 6.4 percent use narcotics, and that between October 1970 and July 1971, the per
-tin of the New York Academy of Med.cine, Vol. 48, No. 5, pp. 719- tentage of drug users rose from 5.3 to 9.9. A considerable portion of this report is concerned

with the total panorama of drug abuse. counteroffensives, particularly within the Armed services.



Oats Other

Ceog. Collection Sample Marijuana/ Psycho- Methe-

Population Surveyed Region,_Technique Size Hashish LSD togens drine

All New York State
household members
age 14 or older,
1970 (Base popu-
lation: 13,784,000)

All New York City
household members
age 14 and older,
1970 (Base popu-
lation: 6,161,000)

REFERENCE'

Percentage of Population

Minor Major
Tran- Tran- Anti-

Solvents/ Barbit- Other quil- quil- depres- Pep Diet

Heroin Cocaine Inhalants urates Sedatives iSers leers sants Pills Pil

Mid-Atl Interview 7,378 Never Used 87.7_95.8 --96.6 96.3 97.2 95.4 96.4 78.1 88.4 77.9 94.5 95.3 91.9 86.7

Former Users....--3.0 1.0 1.1 1.0 0.6 2.0 1.4 12.8 4.9 9.7 2.1 1.3 3.6 7.8

Infrequent-Tiers 4.0 1.1 1.0 0.6 0.2 0.7 0.2 4.5 2.5 6.4 0.7 0.9 1.9 2.3

-Regular Users 3.5 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 2.6 1.4 3.8 0.5 0.3 0.8 1.6
..---

No data 1.9 1.8 2.0 1.9 1.8 1.9 2.0 1.9 2.8 2.2 2.3 2.2 1.8 1.6

1,260 Never Used 85.0 94.8 94.7 95.6 96.1 94.5 95.4 79.2 86.3 78.7 93.1 94.4 90.6 87.9

Former Users 3.5 1.1 1.4 1.1 1.0 2.1 1.9 10.8 5.0 8.2 2.7 1.4 3.4 6.2

Infrequent Users 4.4 1.4 1.2 0.6 0.3 1.2 0.2 4.1 3.4 6.7 0.7 1.2 2.6 2.3

Regular Users 5.2 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.5 <0.1 <0.1 3.4 1.9 3.7 0.6 0.4 1.1 1,9

No data 2.0 2.1 2.5 2.3 2.1 2.2 2.5 2.4 3.4 2.7 2.9 2.6

Chambers-.-Carl-D. and Inciardi, James. A., An Assessment of Drug Use in the General

Population. New York: New York State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, 1971.

NOTES

The data cited above are part of the results of a major interview su
prevalence, incidence, frequency, and situational content of all types of

Population. Face-to-face interviews were conducted with selected persons
users'are defined as those who have not used the drug in the past six mom
those who use the drug fewer than six times per month, while regular use
use the drug at least six times per month. In addition to the categories
the report are broken down by sex, employment status, age, ethnicity, soc
tion, use characteristics, and concurrent regular use of other drugs. Fi

those given above are cited for 16 regions in the state. The projections

sent are based on relatively small sub-samples (average size: 382).

Data

Ceog. Collection

Population Surveyed Region Technique

Labor force in New Kid-Atl Interview

York State, 1970
(Base Population:
13,649,000)

1 9

Sample
Size Occupational Croup

7,378 Professionals, Ever Used
technical workers, Regular Use
managers and owners

Clerical and other Ever Used

white collar workers Regular.Use

Skilled and semi-
skilled workers

Unskilled workers

Service and protec-
tive workers

Sales workers

Farmers

Total employed

Not Employed
Housewives

Gibe, Not employed

Total Not Employed

Total

Ever Uses
Regular Use

Ever Used
Regular Use

Ever Used

Regular Use

Ever Used
Regular Use

Ever Used
Regular Use

Ever Used
Regular Use

.Cver Used
`Regular Use

Ever Used
Regular Use

Ever Used
Regular Use

Ever Used
Regular Use

Percentage of Employed Workers in the Listed Occupat
Minor Major Anti-

Barbi- Other Tran- Tran- depre
Hari uana LSD Methedrine Heroin turates Sedatives quilizers quilizers sants

10.3

2.8

12.4

4.0

13.4

3.6

14.7

5.2

9.8

4.0

13.6
8.6

1.6
.--

12.1
4.0

2.0
0.2

15.1

5.8

8.7

3.1

10.5
3.6

REFERENCES

Chambers, Carl D., Differential nroo Use within the New York State Labor Fore. New

York: New York State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, 1971.

[2] Chambers, Carl,D. and Heckman, Richard D., "The Extent_of Drug Abuse in-Business and
__Industry".- On pp:- 115 - 159 -i0 Employee Drug Abuse: A Manager's Guide. for Action.

, Boston, Massachusetts: Cahners Books, 1972.

1.4 1.3 0.7 23.6 11.2 23.1 4.3 2.1

0.1 0.1 0.2 2.6 1.2 3.0 0.2

1.7

2.6 2.4 0.7 20.8 8.7 23.2 4.6 2.1
--- u.2 0.6 1.6 0.8 5.7 1.4 0.3

2.8 2.1 1.4 13.5 7.6 15.5 2.6 2.3

0.2 --- 0.3 1.1 0.9 1.5 0.6, 0.3

4.3 3.0 1.8 13.4 4.8 14.1 3.7 1.5

0.3 0.3 0.3 2.1 1.8 3.1 0.3 0.3

2.8 2.0 1.5 15.2 9.3 17.5 2.2 0.7
0.3 --- --- 3.7 1.1 4.3 0.5 ---

4.2 2.4 2.1 32.0 6.7 25.0 2.1 1.7
2.6 0.7 2.1 12.3 0.2 4.3 2.1 - --

--- --- 6.3 3.2 3.2 3.1
...... --- --- --- 1.6 --- --- - --

2.6 2.0 1.3 18.9 '8.6 19.5 3.2 2.0
0.3 0.1 0.5 2.8 1.0 3.2 0.7 0.2

0.3 0 1 0.5 25.5 8.6 26.3 3.0 3.3
0.1 --- --- 2.4 1.8 5.3 0.4 0.6

3.9 2.8 1.5 17.3 8.5 14.6 3.2 2.5

0.7 0.7 0.2 3.1 1.4 3.8 0.6 0.2

2.2 1.6 0.9 21.1 8.5 20.4 3.1 3.1
0.4 0.4 0.1 2.7 1.6 4.6 0.5 0.4

2.5 1.7 1.1 20.0 8.6 19.8 3.2 2.5
0.4 0.2 0.3 2.8 1.3 3.8 0.6 0.3

NOTES 'V

The data cited above were derived from a supplementary analysis of thi
by Item No. 86. (References [1] and PI contain essentially the same inf
"Not Employed" categories .:re omitted ip [21.) "Ever Used" includes "For
Users", and "Regular Users'. Also given in [2] are figures on the percer
each drug who use the drug while at work. 0L



Ste

allection Sample
schnique Size

ate5view

Other

Marijuana/ Psycho- !lathe-

Hashish LSD togens drive

7.378 Never Used 87.7 95.8 95.8

Former Users 3.0 1.0 1.1

Infrequent Users 4.0 1.1 1.0

Regular Users 3.5 0.3 0.1

No data 1.9 1.8 2.0

1,260 Never Used 85.0 94.8 94.7

Former Users 3.5 1.1 1.4

Infrequent Users 4.4 1.4 1.2

Regular Users 5.2 0.5 0.2

No data 2.0 2.1 2.5

James. A., An Assessment of Drug Use in the General

rk State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, 1971.

96.3
1.0
0.6

0.3

1.9

95.6
1.1

0.6

0.3
2.3

Solvents/ Barbit-

Heroin Cocaine Inhalants urates

Percentage of Population Item No. 231

Non- Controlled Other

Pep Diet Controlled (Non, Stimu-

Pills Pills Narcotic. heroin lent.

Minor
-Tran-

Ocher gull-

Sedatives izers

Major
Tran- Anti-
quil- depres-
izers salts

97.2 95.4 96.4 78.1 88.4 77.9 94.5 95.3 91.9 8(.7 63.1 90.0 82.2

0.6 2.0 1.4 12.8 4.9 9.7 2.1 1.3 3.6 7.8 24.6 6.3 12.4

0.2 0.7 0.2 4.5 2.5 6.4 0.7 0.9 1.9 2.3 8.5 1.1 3.2

0.2 0.1 0.1 2.6 1.4 3.8 0.5 0.3 0.8 1.6 1.4 0.1 0.2

1.8 1.9 2.0 1.9 2.8 2.2 2.3 2.2 1.8 1.6 2.4 2.4 2.0

96.1
1.0

94.5
2.1

95.4
1.9

79.2

10.8

86.3
5.0

7a.7
8.2

93.1
2.7

94.4

1.4

90.6
3.4

87.9
6.2

68.6
20.1

91.6
4.2

86.3

8.8

0.3 1.2 0.2 4.1 3.4 6.7 0.7 1.2 2.6- 2.3 7.4 1.2 2:0

0.5 <0.1 <0.1 3.4 1.9 3.7 0.6 0.4 1.1 1.9 1.3 <0.1 0.3

2.1 2.2 2.5 -2.4 3.4 2.7 2.9 2.3 1.7 2.7 3.1 2.7

NOTES

The data cited above are part of the results of a major interview survey designed to assess the

prevalence, incidence, frequency, and situational content of all types of drug use within the general

population. Face-to-face interviews were conducted with selected persons aged 14 and above. Fo;mer

users ars defined as those who have not used the drug in the past six months, infrequent users are

those who use the drug fewer than six times per month, while regular users are those who currently

use the drug at least six times per month. In addition to the categories cited above, the data in

the report are broken down by sex, employment status; age, ethnicity, socioeconomic status, educa-

tion, use characteristics, and concurrent regular use of other drugs. Figures corresponding to

those given above are cited for 16 regions in the state. The projections which the figures repre-

sent are based on relatively small sub-samples (average size: 382).

Data
Collection
Technique

Interview

12

Sample
Size Occupational Group Mari uana LSD Methedrine

Percentage of Employed Workers in the Listed Occupational Group

Item

Diet
Pills

No.87

Narcotics
(Nonheroin)

Barbi- Other 2t-
Anti -

Barbi- Pep

Heroin turates Sedatives quilizers quilizers cants Pills

7,378 Professionals, Ever Used 10.3 1.4 1.3 0.7 23.6 11.2 23.1 4.3 8.3 11.3 11.7

technical workers, Regular Use 2.8 0.1 0.1 0.2 2.6 1.2 3.0 0.2 0.8 2.0 0.2

managers and owners

Clerical and other Ever Used 12.4 2.6 2.4 0.7 20.8 8.7 23.2 4.6 2.1 7.0 14.4 4.8

white collar workers Regular Use 4.0 0.2 0.6 1.6 0.8 5.7 1.4. 0.3 0.8 2.5 0.1

Skilled and semi-Ever Used 13.4 2.8 2.1 1.4 13.5 15.5 2.6 2.3 5.8 8.0 5.1

skilled workers Regular Use 3.6 0.2 0.3 1.1 0.9 1.5 0.6 0.3 0.4 0.9 0.2

Unskilled workers Ever Used 14.7 4.3 3.0 1.8 13.4 4.8 14.1 3.7 1.5 6.1 7.7 3.7

Regular Use 5.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 2.1 1.8 3.1 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.6 0.3

Service and yrotec-Ever Used 9.8 2.8 2.0 1.5 15.2 9.3 17.5 2.2 0.7 9.2 7.4 6.9

tive workers Regular Use 4.0 0.3 3.7 1.1 4.3 0.5 0.8 0.5 0.3

Sales workers Ever Used 13.6 4.2 2.4 2.1 32.0 6.7 25.0 2.1 1.7 5.9 13.3 7.3

Regular Use 8.6 2.6 0.7 2.1 12.3 0.2 4.3 2.1 1.4 3.6 0.9

Farmers Ever Used 1.6 6.3 3.2 3.2 3.1 3.2 1.6 1.6

Regular Use 1.6 - -

Total employed Ever Used 12.1 2.6 2.0 1.3 18.9 8.6 19.5 3.2 2.0 6.9 10.2 6.9

Regular Use 4.0 0.3 0.1 0.5 2.8 1.0 3.2 0.7 0.2 0.7 1.6 0.3

Not Employed .Ever Used 2.0 0.3 0.3 0.5 25.5 8.6 26.3 3.0 3.8 4.3 18.9 10.3

Housewives Regular Use 0.2 0.1 2.4 1.8 5.3 0.4 0.6 0.3 2.7 0.0

Other Not Employed Ever Uscd 15.1 3.9 2.8 1.5 17.3 8.5 14.6 3.2 2.5 6.6 8.1 5.8

Regular Uce 5.8 0.7 0.7 0.2 3.1 1.4 3.8 0.6 0.2 1.6 0.8 0.0

Total Not Employed Ever Used 8.7 2.2 1.6 0.9 21.1 8.5 20.4 3.1 3.1 5.4 13.3 8.0

Regular Use 3.1 0.4 0.4 0.1 2.7 1.6 4.6 0.5 0.4 0.9 1.7 0.0

Total Ever Used 10.5 2.5 1.7 1.1 20.0 8.6 19.8 3.2 2.5 6.3 11.5 7.4

Regular use 3.6 0.4 0.2 0.3 2.8 1.3 3.8 0.6 0.3 0.8 1.6 0.2

NOTES

rentiall1KngUse Within the New York State Labor Force. New

ircotic Addiction Control Commission, 1971.

lam, Richard B., "The Extent of Drug Abuse in Business and

59 in 2_aet12)rusEml Abuse: A Manages Guide for Action.

Cahners Books,, 1972.

The data cited above were derived from a supplementary analysis of the data in the report covered

by Item No. 86. (References fil and (21 contain essentially the same information, except that the

"Not Employed" categories are omitted in (2J.) "Ever Used" includes "Former Users, "Infrequent

Users", and "Regular Users". Also given in 12) are figures on,the percentage of regular users of

each drug who use the drug while at work. 130
I
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Population Surveyed

747 enlisted men on active duty assigned
at Fort Lee, Virginia.
August 15-September 15, 1970.

Data
Collection
Technique

65'item
Croup-admin.
questionnaire

REFERENCE

Creden, John 4F. and Morgan. Donald W., "Patterns of Drug Use and Attitudes
Treatment in a Military Population" Archives of General Psychiatry, Vol.
February 1972.

0, ....

Toward

26, PP.

O

134i'
Percentnge_of Respol

11.1ans Hallucinogens Stimulants

Users of single drug type
1-2 times 9.8

3-10 times 4.7

>10 times 4.2

Multiple drug-users
1-2 times 3.5

3-10 times 3.9

>10 times 9.4

Heroin users
1-2 times 0.7

3-10 times 0.4

>10 times 4.8

0.5 1.5

0.1 0.5

0.1 0.1

4.3
2.0
1.6

5.5

3.0
4.6

1.6 ' 0.5

1.2 0.5

2.1 . 3.5

NOES

The data cited above on the reported number of times drugs were us
113-117, percentages of the total number of respondents (747), from data given

Table 1, each percentage is related to the corresponding subgroup,total
author has indicated in a private communication, tends to empharrizi'pr
The above tabulation is a presentation of the same data in'a form vhii
between the studies cited in this compendium. The categories,"usera o
"multiple drug-users" do not include users of heroin, which accounts f
column opposite these categories. Anonymity of respondents was preset:

the questionnaire. The paper also contains data on drug use in relatil
!sties (age, race, marital status, education, rank, population of priml
legal convictions).

Data
Ceog. Collection Sample

Population Surveyed Region Technique Size NSNA

Persons attending con- Various 19 -item 1NSNA: 1171 Past use 13

ventions of the National self-admin. ANA: 962 Pest exposure 45

Student Nurses' Association questionnaire NSNA(NY); 158 Current use 4

(NSNA) and the American ANA(NY): 49

Nurses' Association (ANA)
in Miami. Florida.

Spring 1970.

REFERENCE .

G., and Allen,
of Nursing,

Patricia S.. "Marijuana Use by Nurses and
Vol. 71, No. 12, pp. 2339-2341, December

Lipp, Martin R. Benson. Samuel
Nursing students". American Journal
1971. ....-

Data

Ceog. Collection Sample
Population Surveyed Region Technique Size

Sixty-four percent of inmates South Interview and 171
in the Dade County jail, Dade Atl. Physical zse
County, Florida, April and Examination
May 1970.

REFERENCE

Edmundson, Walter F.; Davies. John E.; Acker, James D.; and Myer, Bernard. "Patterns of
Drug Abuse Epidemiology in Prisoners". Industrial Medicine, Vol. 41. No. 1, pp. 15-19,
January 1972.

Percentage of Respondents

Marijuana

---ANA NSNA(NY) ANA(NY)

3 31

15 67

1 13

2

18

0

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on marijuana use found in this pa
used to denote respondents from New York State only. The paper also
alcohol and cigarettes. As the authors point out, the Sample in chill
representative of nurses in general.

Percentage of Respondents

Amphetamine

Mazana -Barbiturate

White Male 8.2

Negro Male 10.0

15.7
8.9

NOTES
a

The population surveyed consisted of all the prisoners in Dad
May 1970 who would consent to questioning regarding their personal
the data on extent of admitted arug use given in the paper. Other

the paper includes a breakdown of the above data by age groups, de
tion patterns of regular drug use, sequential use of illicit drugs
matters, and socio-economic patterns.



131 Item No. 88

duty assigned

Data

Collection
Technique

Users of single drug type

Marijuana

Percentage of Respondents
HeroinHallucinogens Stimulants Depressants

65..item

Croup-admin. 1-2 times 9.8 0.5 1.5 2.4

70. questionnaire 3-10 times 4.7 0 1 0.5 0.9

>10 times 4.2 0.1 0.1 0.4

Multiple drug-users
1-2 times 3.5 4.3 5.5 5.9

3-10 tines . 3.9 2.0 3.0 2.7

>10 times 9,4 .t 1.6 4.6 3.9

Heroin users
1-2 times 0.7 1.6 0.5 0.5 . 3.8

3-10 times 0.4 1.2 0.5 0.8 1.2

>10 times 4.8 2.1 3.5 3.2 1.6

NOTES

Donald W., "Patterns of Drug Use and Attitudes Toward
pulation". Archive, of General Psychiatry. Vol. 26, pp. 113-117.

The data cited above on the reported number of times drugs were peed have been inferred, as
percentages of the total number of respondents (747), from data given in Table 1 in the paper. In

Table 1, each percentage is related to the corresponding subgroup total as a base, which, as the
author has indicated in a private communication, tends to emphasize prominent subgroup differences.
The above tabulation is a presentation of the same data in a form which facilitates comparisons

between the studies cited in this compendium. The categories "users of single drug type" and

"multiple drug-users" do not include users of heroin, which accounts for the blanks in the "heroin"

column opposite these categories. Anonymity of respondents was preserved in the administration of

the questionnaire. The paper also contains data on drug use in relation to demographic character-

istics (age, race, marital status, education, rank, population of primary residence, and reported

legal convictions).

Data Percentage of Reapondents

item No. f9

Ceog. Collection Sample r Marijuana

Region Technique Size NSNA ANA NSNA(NY) ANA(NY1

Various 19-item NSNA: 1171 Past use 13 3 31 2

self-admin. ANA: 962 Past exposure 45 15 67 18

n questionnaire NSNA(NY): 158 Current use 4 1 13 0
ANA(NY): 49

Samuel C.; and Allen, Patricia S.. "Marijuana Use by Nurses and

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on marijuana use found in this paper. The notation (NY) is

can Journal of Nursing. Vol. 71, No. 12. pp. 2339-2341, December used to denote respondents from New York State only. The paper also has data on current use of

alcohol and cigarettes. As the autl.ra point out, the sample in this study is not necessarily
representative of nurses in general.

Data Percentage of Respondents

item No. 90

Ceog. Collection Sample Amphetamine

Region Technique Size Mar! uarw -Barbiturate Heroin

tes South interview and 171 White Male 8.2 11.7 34.5

Dade
d

Atl. Physical
Examination

258 Negro Male 10.0 8.9 17.8

NOTES
les, John E.; Acker, James D.; and Myer, Bernard, "Patterns of

n Prisoners". industrial Medicine, Vol. 41. No I, pp 15-19,
The population surveyld consisted of all the prisoners in Dade County jail in April and

May 1970 who would consent to questioning regarding their personal data. Summarized above are

the data on extent of admitted drug use given in the paper. Other information available in

the paper includes a breatdown of the above data by age groups, data on_alcohol use, combina-
tion patterns of regular drug use, sequential use of illicit drugs, other health-related
matters, and socio - economic patterns.



Data
Collection Sample Percentage of Respondents

Population Surveyed Technique Size Marijuana Hallucinogen& Amphetamines Barbiturates
Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing

Any personnel in the 46-item 2,547 Enlisted men B.V. I.V.o B.V. I.V. B.V. I.V. B.V. I.V.
ranks of E-1 through self-admin. Nonusers 65.2 68.6 49.9 88.4 91.3 94.7 87.6 87.6 83.8 90.0 88.6 88.4
LTC being processed questionnaire Users: Casual 17.9 15.9 20.5 8.1 6.8 3.2 9.2 8.3 11.0 6.5 7.3 7.8
into (incoming) and Heavy 9.6 8.0 11.9 3.2 1.5 1.6 2.8 2.9 4.0 2.5 2,5 2.7
out of (outgoing) Habitual 7.3 7.5 17.7 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.4 1.2 1.2 1.0 1.6
the Republic of Total users 34.8 31.4 50.1 11.6 8.7 5.3 12.4 12.4 16.2 10.0

.1.1

11.4 11.6
Vietnam.
November 1969. Noncommissioned Officers

Nonusers 95.8 97.0 95.0 100 99.0 99.0 100 100 98.0 100 100 100
Users: Casual 3.4 2.0 3.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

Heavy 0.8 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Habitual 0.0 1.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Before going to Vietnam Total users 4.2 3.0 6.0 1.0 1.0 2.0
4 In Vietnam
" Casual use: 1-20 times in previous year Company Grade 6 Warrant Officers

Heavy use: 21-199 Cf./1We in previous year Nonuseta 89.7 92.0 98.4 98.4 100 100 97.0 96.8 98.4 100 98.4 98.4
Habitual use: 200 or more times in previous Users: Casual 10.3 8.0 1.6 0.0 3.0 3.2 1.6 1.6 0.0

year Heavy 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6 G.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6
Habitual 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total users 10.3 8.0 1.6 1.6 3.0 3.2 1.6 1.6 1.6

REFERENCE

Stanton, Morris Duncan, "Drug Use in Vietnam: A Survey Among 1rmy Personnel in the two
Northern Corps". Archives of General Psychiatry, Vol. 26, pp. 279-286,, March 1972.

95.7
3.0

1.0
0.3
4.3

100

100

NOTES

The questionnaire was anonymously presented to more than 80% of t
ranks of E-1 and Lieutenant Colonel being processed into and out of Vi
Battalion in Can Ranh Bay during one week. Of the sample of 2,547 que
for technical reasons and 114 were rejected because of an age-rank sel
tion rate of 6.9X. Field Grade Officers (Majors and Lieutenant Co:one
lsticn since they reported no drug use other than barbiturates.

Data

Collection Number of Percentage of Respondents
Population Surveyed Technique Respondents Marijuana

Enlisted men (E-6 and below) Anonymous 58(. Any use while in Vietnam 30
at Long Binh, Vietnam. questionnaire Used 20 [Lees or more 7.5
Aulust 1967. 7

Psychiatric patients in the 4th Interview 50 Any use while in Vietnam 56
Infantry Division, Pleiku. Vietnam. Used more than 5 times 30
October 1968.

Surgical patients in the 4th Anonymous 100 Any use 35
Infantry Division, Pleiku, Vietnam. questionnaire Used more than 5 tines 17
October 1968.

Americal Division, Chu Lai, Vietnam Anonymous Any use while in Vietnam
Psychiatric patients questionnaire 46 52
General medical patients 46 33

General medical patients 268 36

Soldiers leaving Vietnam
(date not given)

23s. 28

Enlisted men leaving Vietnam Anonymous 500 Any use while In Vietnam 50
at Cam Ranh Bay. questionnaire Used 20 times or more 25
Fall 1969.

Airborne soldiers in II Corps,
Vietnam. Early 1970.

Anonymous
questionnaire

1,076 Any use while in Vietnam
Used more than once or twice

68
31

REFERENCE NOTES

Colbach, Edward, "Marijuana Cse by CI. in Viet Nam".
Vol. 128, No. 2, pp. 204-207, August 1971.

American Journal of Psychiatry. The data summarized above are based on a review of the profess
medical personnel. They pertain to attempts made by professionals
the extent of marijuana use in Vietnam. The author emphasises the
are lower than those often put forward by the mass media. He also
relationship batweerlrank-and marijuana use, 1.e.,_marijuans use it
and senior noncommissioned officers.



action Sample
I ue Size

tun 2,547
-admin.'

tionnaire

in previous year
in previous year
re times in previous

Enlisted men
Nonusers
Users: Casual**

Heavy
Habitual

Total users

Mari uana Hallucinogens
Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing

B.V.* I.V.** B.V. I.V.

65.2 68.6 49.9 88.4 91.3 94.7

17.9 15.9 20.5 8.1 6.8 3.2

9.6 8.0 11.9 3.2 1.5 1.6

7.3 7.5 17.7 0.3 0.4 0.5

34.8 31.4 50.1 11.6 8.7 5.3

Noncommissioned Officers
Nonusers 95.8
Users: Casual 3.4

Heavy 0.8
Habitual 0.0

Total users 4.2

97.0
2.0
0.0
1.0
3.0

Company Grade b Warrant Officers
Nonusers 89.7 92.0
Users: Casual

Heavy
Habitual

Total users

10.3 8.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
10.3 8.0

95.0
3.0

1.0
2.0
6.0

98.4
1.6

0.0
0.0
1.6

g Use in Vietnam: A Survey Among Army Personnel in the two
f General Ps chiatr Vol. 26, pp. 279-286. March 1972.

4th
Vietnam.

Vietnam.

Vietnam

Data

Collection Number of
Technique Respondents

Anonymous
questionnaire

584

Interview 50

Anonymous 100
questionnaire

Anonymous
questionnaire 46

46
268

234

Anonymous 500
questionnaire

Anonymous
questionnaire

1,076

Use by CIs in Viet Nam". American Journal of Pc:el:IS/1Y.

August 1971.

100 99.0 99.0
1.0 1.0

0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0

1.0 1.0

98.4 100 100
0.0

1.6
0.0
1.6

Percentage of Respondents

Amphetamines , Barbiturates

Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing

B.V. I.V.

87.6 87.6 83.8 90.0
9.2 8.3 11.0 6.5

2.8 2.9 4.0 2.5

0.4 1.2 1.2 1.0
12.4 12.4 16.2 10.0

B.V. I.V.

88.6 88.4

7.3 7.8

2.5 2.7

1.6 1.1

11.4 11.6

100 100 98.0 700 100 100
1.0
1.0

0.0
2.0

97.0 96.8 98.4 100 98.4 98.4

3.0 3.2 1.6 1.6 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

, 3.0 3.2 1.6 1.6 1.6

Heroin/Morphine

Item No. 91

2211.2%
Incoming Outgoing

B.V. I.V.
Incoming Outgoing

B.V. -I.V.

95.7 97.5 97.8 94.5 93.7 82.6

3.0 1.1 1.4 4.6 4.4 9.8
1.0 1.1 0.6 0.9 1.0 5.8

0.3 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.9 1.8

4.3 2.5 2.2 5.5 6.3 17.4

100 100 100 100 100 99.0
1.0
0.0
0.0
1.0

100 100 100 100 100 100

NOTES

The questionnaire was anonymously prevented to more than 802 of the Army personnel between the
ranks of E-1 and Lieutenant Colonel being processed Into and out of Vietnam at the 22nd Replacement
Battalion in Cam Ranh Bay during one week. Of the sample of 2,547 questionnaires, 61 were rejected
for technical reasons and 114 vera rejected because of an age-rank selection criterion, for a rejec-
tion rate of 6.9%. Field Grade Officers (Majors and Lieutenant Colonels) were omitted from the tabu-
lation since they reported no drug use other than barbiturates.

Any use while In Vietnam
Used 20 times or more

Item No. 92

Percentage of Respondents

!Sari was

30

7.5

Any use while in Vietnam 56

Used more than S trace 30

Any use 35

Used more Shan 5 times 17

Any use while in Vietnam
52 '

33
36
28

Any use while in Vietnam 50

Used 20 tines or more 25

Any use while in Vietnam 68

Used more than once or twice 31

NOTES

The data summarized above ars based on a review of the professional writings of Army
medical personnel. They pertain to attempts made by professionals to formally determine
the extent of marijuana use in Vietnam. The author emphasises the fact thtt the figures
ere lover than (hose often put forward by the mass media. Hs also notes a marked inverse
relationship between rank and marijuana use, i.e marijuana use is not common among officers
and senior noncommissioned officers. 134



1 .)
Number of

Population Surveyed Respondents

Military prisoners (not Not given

representative of any
military unit) at Long
Binh Stockade. Vietnam.

June 1967.

Hen leaving the two
souther- orps areas

in Vietnam. Fall 1967.

Enlisted men at Fort
Sill. Oklahoma.
January-April 1969.

Soldiers entering and
departing Vietnam.

Autumn 1969.

Soldiers at Fort
Carson, Colorado.
Spring 1970.

Soldiers in 173rd
Airborne Brigade,
Vietnam. March 1970.

Convicted for other than drug offenses:

Ever Used
Marijuana offenders:

First used in civilian life

Approximately Ever Used

4 percent of Used while in Vietnam

indicated
population

5'WO+
Ever Used

1.000 entering Ever Used:

and 1,000 Entering Vietnam

departing Departing Vietnam

Vietnam Used more than 20 times

686 Frequency of use:
More than once/week
More than once/week

but less than once/month

1.064 Ever Used
Used at least once/week
First tried in Vietnam

REFERENCE

Baker. Steuart L., Jr. (Col., MC), "Drug Abuse in the United States Army". Bulletin of

the New York Academy of Medicine. Vol. 47, No. 6. pp. 541-549. June 1971.

13 G

Percentage of Respondents

Marijuana Heroin Opium

63

80

31.7

28.9

24 1.5

31

46

13

68

31

22 6

NOTES

The data compiled above were obtained through several am
the results of which are summarized in this paper. As the co

on the use of marijuana. The paper is concerned mainly with
U.S. Army to control drug abuse.

Population Surveyed

Ceog.

Region.

Adults in San Francisco, Pacific

California. Late 1967.

early 1968.

Adults in Contra Costa
County. California.
1969.

Pacific

Community

Type

Data

Collection
Technique

Urban Interview

Suburban Interview

Sample
Size

346 Married with Children:
Protestant or Catholic
Other or No Religious Affiliation

Unmarried or Childless Harried:
Protestant or Catholic
Other or No Religious Affiliation

Total

424 Married with Children:
Protestant or Catholic
Other or No Religious Affiliation

Unmarried or Childless Married:
Protestant or Catholic
Other or No Religious Affiliation

Total

REFERENCE

Clain, Ira H. and Manheimer, Dean I., "Marijuana Use Among Adults in a Large City and

Suburb". Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences. Vol. 191, pp. 222-234, December

31, 1971.

Percentage

NOTES

The figures cited above pertain to the percentages of re
groups who had used marijuana. The samples cited are for the
since the great majority of people who had used marijuana veil
total sample employed in the survey included men and women WS
(1,028 in San Francisco and 1,164 in Contra Costa). Stratifi
used and the completion rate was 851 in each case. The two e1

21 months apart, and the'authors discuss the possibility that
results could be due in part to a tice-related effect. They

combinations of characteristics were associated with use in d
!While the major zero-order correlates of use were similar. ch4
terms of these correlates was quite different in the two locos,
all use rates was a result of the interactions among the corgi
lying dissimilarities.



1:3I)

Number of

1112292ftall

Not given

Approximately
4 percent of
indicated
population

MOO

1.000 entering
and 1,000
departing
Vietnam

684

1,064

Convicted for other than drug offenses:

Mari uana

Percentage of Respondent!

Item Nu.13

Heroin Opium

Ever Used 63

Marijuana offenders:
First used In civilian life 80

Ever Used 31.7

Used while In Vietnam 28.9

Ever Used 24 1.5

Ever Used:
Entering Vietnam 31

Departing Vietnam 46

Used more than 20 times 13

Frequency of use:
More than once/week

20

More than once/week
but less than once/month

5.6

Ever Used 68

Used at least once/week 31

First tried In Vietnam 22 6

MC), "Drug Abuse In the United States Army". Bulletin of

dicine. Vol. 47. No. 6, pp. 541-549, June 1971.

NOTES

The data compiled above were obtained through several anonymous questionnaire Surveys,

the results of which are summarized in this paprr. As the compilation shows. emphasis wee

on the use of marijuana. The paper_, is concerned mainly with the steps being taken by the

U.S. Army to control drug abuse.

Ceog.
Region

Pacific

Pacific

Community
Type

Data

Collection
Technique

Sample
Size

Harried with Children:

Item No. 94

Percentage c_2(itsdents_
Marijuana

Urban Interview 346
Protestant or Catholic 12

Other or No Religious Affiliation 16

Unmarried or Childless Married;
Protestant or Catholic 22

Other or No Religious Affiliation 60

Total
29

Suburban Interview 424 Harried with Children:
Protestant or Catholic 11

Other or No Religious Affiliation 26

Unmarried or Childless Married:
Protestant or Catholic 39

Other or Ho Religious Affiliation -50

Total 29

NOTES

ler. Dean 1., "Marijuana Use Among Adults In a Large Cita and

few York Academy of Sciences, Vol. 191, pp. 222-234, December

0

The figures cited above pertain to the perertsges respondent, .n the inii,sted

groups who had used marljua.a. The samples cited are f.t the age lit -'34 year*.

since the great majority of people who had used marijuana were In that me rfnae. The

total sample employed In the survey Included men and women between the ages of 18 and 74

(1;O28 In San Francisco and 1.164 In Contra Costa). Stratified-probability sampling vest

used and the completion rate was 851 In each case. The two surveys were conducted about

21 months apart and the authors discuss the possibility that the differences In the

results could be due In part to a time-related effect. They conclude that different
combinations of oharacts.letics were associated with use In the city s-4 to suburbs.
yhile the major zero-order correlates of use were similar, the populltics distribution In

terms of these correlates was quite different In the two locales. The similarity in ,ver*

all use rates was a result of the Interactions among the correlates and masked the under-
lying dissimilarities.



Population Surveyed

Ghetto youths in a work
training program in
nzrthern California.
1967.

REFERENCE

Lipscomb, Wendell R., "Drug Lse in a Black Ghetto". American bourne! of Psychiatry,

Vol. 127, No. 9, pp. 1166-1169, March 1971.

Geog.

Region

Pacific

Data

Collection
Technique

Sample
Size Marijuana

Interview 74 Ever used 54

Follow-up 86 Dropouts: Used before program 37

interview Used after progran 33

Failed test: Used before program 40

Used after progran 45

Passed test: Used before program 31

Used after prop= 44

NOTES

CI

Percentage of Re
Ealho ens Asphet

S

Summarized above are the data on drug abuse found in this paper.
atout 76 percent of the Population studied. The author feels that the

because of the circumatences of their collection. He also indicates t

to those found in several other studies which he cites, In the foil

were questionee about marijuana only. The categorieb "failed teat" an
apprenticeship test given upon completion of the training. A conelusi
little effect on success or failure in the work training program.

Population Surveyed

Data

Collection.

Technique
Number of
Respondents

1301 Navy enlisted men 42-item 1301
stationed at one of multiple choice
five bases in the questionnaire
Pensacola, Florida
area.

(Date not giver.)

REFERENCE

Bucky, S*even F , The RAlationship Bet.een Past Background and Drug Use NAMRL-1135, Naval

Aerospace Medical Research Laboratory, Naval .crospace Medical Institute, Naval Aerospace
Medical Center, Pensacola, Florida 32512, Jun.: 28, 1971 (AD-735 102).

sa.
Percentage_of Respondents

BarbituratesFrequency of Use Marijuana LSD A.-Imines

1-5 times 10 4 6

6-10 times 2 1 1

11-15 times el 2

16-20 times 3 el 1

"21 times 8 2 4

NOTES

3

1

<1

2,
el

Heroin

. 2

<1

<1
el

The data cited above have been inferred, as percentages of the t
dents, from data given in the report for four mutually exclusive dru
respondents had taken the questionnaire voluntarily and anonymously;
given as to how the respondents were selected. Out of an original
asked to take the questionnaire, 207 refused, leaving the net number
The questionnaire was a modification of a standardized piichiatric

Data

Geog. Co=unity Collection
Population Surveyed Region Type Technique Frequency of Use Marijuana

Patients at the West Pacific Urban 300 questionnaires Never . 8.9
Hollywood Youth Clinic 100 interviews Tried it 7.2-
Los Angeles County. Once a month or less 7.7

California. 2 to 4 times a month 10.1

(Date not given) Every weekend or more 19.7

Every day 30.3

No longer uce it 10.3

REFERENCE

Minkowski, William L.; Weiss, Robert C.; and Heidbreder, G. A., "A View of the Drug
Problem -- A Rational Approach to Youthful Drug Use and Abuse". Clinical Pediatrics,
Vol. 11, No. 7, pp. :76-381, July 1972.

Percentge of Respondents
Hashish D An

22.7 31.1 34.9
10.7 15.1 18.7
17.4 13.3 12.1

13.0 7.4 3.4

11.0 2.5 4.9
11 0.0 4.4
11.5 24.2 18.3

not more. than three separate contacts with the di g

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on drug use found in this paper.
adolescents and young adults from all socio-cultural levels and ethni
with lower-middle and middle class roots. The 300 patients were sele
questioning, and the 100 intervievAes were part of the 300. Anonymit
guaranteed. The paper includes a discussion of the distinction betty

1 3 c)



Data

Item No. 95

Geog. Collection Sanple
Percentage of Respondents

Regiou Technique Size Marijuana Hallucinogens Amphetamines Barbiturates Heroin

Pacific Interview 74 Ever used 54 5 20 4 3

Follow-up
interview

86 Dropouts: Used before program
Used after program

37

33

Failed test: Used before program 40

Used after program 45

Passed test: Used before program 31

Used after program 44

NOTES

Use in a Black Ghetto". American Journal of Psychiatry,

169, March 1971.

Summarized above are the data on drug abuse found in this paper. The sample of 74 constituted

about 76 percent of the population studied. The author feels that the are unusually reliable

because of the circumstances of their collection. He also indicates that the figures are comparable

to those found in several other studies which he cites. In the follow-up interviews, the trainees

were questioned about marijuana only. The categories "failed test" and "passed test" refer to an

apprenticeship test given upon completion of the training. A conclusion is thot drug use had very

little effect on success or failure in the work training program.

Data

Collection
Technique

Number of
Respondents Frequency of Cse Mari uana LSD

4

1

<1
<1

2

Percentage of Respondents*

Item No.96

HeroinAmphetamines Barbiturates

42-iten
multiple choice
questionnaire

1301 1-5 times
6-10 tines

11-15 tines
16-20 times
"11 times

10

2

1

3

8

6

1

2

1

4

3

1

<1

2

<1

2

<1

<1
<1

<1

ionship Bet.een Past Background and Drug ese NAMRI-1135, 4aval

Laberatry. Naval .itospace Medical Insatute, Naval Aerospace
Florida 32512, Jun.: 28. 1971 (AD -735 102).

NOTES

The data cited abuse have been inferred, as percentages , e total number of respon-
dents, from data given in the report for four mutually each- ug user groups. The
respondents had taken the questionnaire voluntarily and anony. . no infor nation is

given as to how the respondents were selected. Out of an oriel .,coup of 1508 who were

asked to take the questionnaire, 207 refused, leaving the net number of respondents of 1301.
The questionnaire was a codification of a standardized psychiatric interview questionnaire.

Data

Item No. 97

Ceog. Community Collection Percentage of Respondents

Region Type Technique Frequency of Use Marijuana Hashish LSD Amphetamines Barbiturates Heroin

Pacific Urban 300 queetionnaires Hever * 8.9 22.7 31.1 34.9 40.8 9.4

100 interviews Tried it 7.2 10.7 15.1 18.7 18.8 12.0

Once a month or lean 7.7 17.4 13.3 12.1 5.3 2.3

2 to 4 times a month 10.1 13.0 7.4 3.4 5.9 1.1

Every weekend or more 19.7 11.0 2.5 4.9 7.6 1.2

Every day 30.3 11.0' 0.0 4.4 3.6 1.7

No longer use it 10.3 11.5 24.2 18.3 17.7

as, Robert C . and Heidbreder, G A . "A View of the Drug

ach to Youthful Drug "se and Abuse" rliniral Pediatrics,

July 1972.

not mere than three separate contacts with the drug

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on drug use found in this paper. The population consisted of

adolescents and young adults from all socio-cultt.ral levels and ethnic origins. but mostly white

with lower- piddle and middle class roots. The 300 patients were selected at random for written

questioning, and the 100 interviewees were part of the 300. Anonynity of the respondents was

guaranteed. The paper includes a discussion of the distinction between drg use and drug abuse.



Ceog.
Population Surveyed Region

Adolescents in Ohio East

(Date not given) North
Central

Data

Collection Number of Marijuana

Technique Respondents . ASS 1-6x >6x I-6x

Question- 132 12 3 1 0.6

noire 275 13 2 . 0.7

645 14 '3 3 ' 1.5

953 15 4 8 2.0

982 th 5 10 3.1

1063 i7 6 9 3.0

563 15 11 8 2.6

189 19 9 14 2.0

149 20 10 12 2.;

130 21 17 12 3.0

92 22 18 13 1.1

67 23 17 12 3.0

23 24 14 12 0.0

Sex

2660 Male 1.67

2595 Female 5.20

Color

4106 White 6.62

997 Black 10.84

Residence
1674 Urban 8.37

2071 Suburban 10 90

1461 Rural 1.58

Religion

1494 Catholic 2.54

2140 Protestan' C.07

440 Jewish 11.42

1121 None 13.20

REFERENCE

Coddingten, R. Dean and Jacobsen, Robert, "Drug
Use by Ohio Adolescents-An Epldeniologic Study."
The Ohio State Medical Journal, pp. 481-484, May

1972.

14k)

Percentage of Respondents
LSD Other Hallucinogens lgethedrine

>6x 1-6x >6x 1-6x >6x

0.0 3.2 0.0 1.4 0.0

1.2 2.5 1.0 1.4 0.7

0.8 2.0 2.9 1.3 1.7

2.4 3.5 3.0 3.0 3.0

2.7 4.9 4.1 3.4 4.1

1.6 4.5 3.1 2.9 2.8

2.8 5.9 2.6 3.0 4.2

1.7 2.7 2.0 3.6 2.1

0.0 .1.7 1.3 2.5 2.7

0.6 5.4 1.6 3.7 3,1

4,5 3.5 3.0 1.0 3.3

0.0 7.5 2.8 0.0 2.8

0.0 4.2 0.0 0.0 0.0

2.29 3.76 3.45

1.50 1.97 2.08

1.77 2.31 2.32,

2.51- 5.1.2 3.92

2.15 4.15 3.53

1 17 3.19 3.62

0.62 0.62 0.62

0.80 1.07 1.20

1.59 2.80 2.39

0.68 1.36 0.45

3.48 5.17 5.33

NOTES

The figures on drug ere by aze were read, as closely nc pcosible, from

6 In this paper. The notation 1-6x means use from one to six tines; >6x des

six tines. The data on drug use cure than six times by sex, color, resides

found in Table 1 in the paper. Rv6idence refers to the type 9f community

spent most of the last ten years. Under religion, "none" includes rebponse

where no indication was given.
The authors state that questionnaires were distributed throughout seve

order to obtain a representative seaple of the youthful population. The q

presented to junior high and high school students and collected Anonymously

graduate college students, sore oedical students, and some adolescents in t

Center (Columbus, Ohio) were included. Of 5,318 completed forms, 5,299 wet

the analysis of data. No further details on the survey or the questionnsir

paper.
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Data

Ceog. Collection Number of

lotion Surve Region Technique Respondents

scents in Ohio East Question- 132

not given) North naire 275

Central 645
953
982
1063
563

189
149

130
92

67
23

2660 '

2595

1064106
997

/(1777

1461

1494

2140
440

1121

RENCE

ingcon, R. Dean and Jacobsen, Robert, "Drug
by Ohio Adolescents--An Epidemiologic Study."
Ohio State Medical Journal, pp. 481-484, May

4VIC

12

13

14

15

16

17

18
19

20
21
22

23
24

Sex
Male
Female

Color

Hariluana LSD

1-6x

Percentage of Respondents

Item No. 98

HeroinOther Hallucinogens NethedrIne

1-6x >6x

1

2

3

8

10

9

''8

14

12

12

13

12

12

9.67
5.28

6.62
10.84

8.37
10.90

1.56

2.54'
6.07

11.82
13.20

>6x

0.0
1.2

f 0.8

2.4
2.7
1.6
2.8
1.7 '

0.0
0.6
4.5
0.0
0.0

2.29

1.50

1.77
2.51

2.15
2.17

0.62

0.80
1.59
0.68
3.48

1-6x >6x

0.0
1.0

2.9

3.0

4.1
3.1

2.6

1.3

1.6

3.0
2.8
0.0

3.76
1.97

2.31

5.12

4.16

3.19
0.62

1.07
2.80
1.36

5.17

1-6x >6x

0.0
0.7
1.7

3.0

4.1

2.8
4.2

2.7
3.1
3.3

2.8
0.0

3.45

2.08

2.38
3.92

3.53

3.62

0.62

1.20
2.38
0.45

5.33

1-6x >6x

0.7

0.6
0.8
1.4

2:7
1.7

1:7
0.0
0.8
0.0
0.0
0.0

2.29
1.00

0.88
3.92

2.09
1.30
0.82

0.53
1.45
0.68
2.77

3

2

3

4

5

6

11

9

10

17

18

17

14

0.6
0.7

1.5

2.0
3.3
3.0
2.6
2.0
2.7
3.0
1.1

3.0'
0.0

3.2

2.5
2.0
3: 5.

4.9
4.5
5.9
2.7
4.7

5.4
3.5
7.5

4.2

1.4

1.4

1.3

3.0

3.4
2.9
3.0

2.5
3.7

1.0
0.0
0.0

1.5
1.4

0.6
1.6
2.8
1.4

g:79

0.0
0.6
0.8
0.0
0.0

....

White
Black

Residence

Urban
Suburban
Rural

Religion
Catholic
Protestan'
Jewish

None

NOTES

The figures on drug use by age were read, as closely as
possible, from Figures 2 through

6 in this paper. The notation 1-6x means use from one to six times; >6x denotes use more than

six times. The data on drug use more than six times by sex, color, residence, and religion are

found in Table 1 in the paper. Residence refers to the type of community in which the respondent

spent most of the last ten years. Under religion, "none" includes responses of "none" plus those

where no indication was given.
The authors state that questionnaires were distributed

throughout several areas in Ohio.in _

order to obtain a representative sample of the youthful population. The questionnaires were

presented to Junior high and high school students and collected snonymously. A sample of under-

graduate college students, sore medical students, and some
adolescents in the Juvenile Diagnostic

Center (Columbus, Ohio) were included. Of 5,318 completed forma, 5,299 were complete enough for

the analysis of data. No further details on the sur'ey or the
questionnaire are given in the

paper.
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Braucht, G. Nicholas
Brigance, Roy S.
Brill, Leon
Brown, Ellen F.
Bucky, Steven F.
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3
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18
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68

85, 93
66

67
59, 89

27
78

48
61
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27
55
40
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Camp, Joy M. 39, 53

Carter, James H. 32

Chambers, Carl D. 74, 75, 86, 87

Cisin, Ira H. 94

Clarke, James W. 46
Coddington, R. Dean 98

Cohen, Reuben 3

Colbach, Edward 92

Conway, William S. 74

Cou,ncil on Drug Abuse Control 2i
Cross, Herbert J. 72

Davies, John E.
Davis, Gary L.
Digital Resources Corp.
Donnelly, John H.
Duval County.School Board
Dvorak, Edward J.

Edmundson, Walter F.

Einstein, SCAftley

Elinson, Jack
Elseroad, Homer 0.
Ewing, John. A.

. 90
72
26 ,

50
14
60

90
48

5, 28, 41
13
71
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Fisher, Allan H., Jr.
Ford, Beryl I.
Fry, Patricia A.

Garfield, Emily F.
Gelineau, Victor A.
Gergen, Kenneth J.
Gergen, Mary K.

Globetti, Gerald
Goode, Erich
Goodman, Samuel M.
Gossett, John T.
Grafstein, David
Greater Anchorage Borough

Health Department
Greden, John F.
Greenwald, B. S.
Gregory, Robert J.
Grizzle, Gloria A.
Groves, W. Eugene
Grupp, Stanley E.

Haberman, Paul
Hager, David L.
Harrison, James A.

Hart, H. C.
Hawaii, State of
Hays, J. Ray
Heckman, Richard D.
Heidbreder, G. A.
Holden, Raymond H.

Hughes, Patrick

Inciardi, James A.

Jackson, Basil
Jacobsen, Robert
Johnson, Kit G.

Johnston, Lloyd
Josephson, Eric

Kahan, Stuart A.
Koval, Mary

LaCroix, Kenneth J.
Lange, Robert W.
Larimer, George S.
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81
63
43

62

39, 53
7

7

55

56
13
45

6

18

88

70
32

12

6

64

5, 41
44
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77, 78
24

19, 52
87

97
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36

74, 75, 86

51
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50

8

5, 41

65
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Item No. Item No.

Lavenhar, Marvin A. 48 Playboy 4

Leahy, Patrick J. 49 Preston, James D. 43
Lehman, Robert P. 51
Levine, Bruce L. 49 Quinones, Mark A. 48
Levine, E. Lester 46
Lewis, Jerry M. 45 Raidlater, Homer T. 29

Lieb, Julian 57 Response Analysis Corp. 1, 2
Linn, Lawrence S. 69 Rollins, Joan H. 31
Lipp, Martin R. 59, 89 Rossi, Peter H. 6

Lipscomb, Wendell R. 95 Roth, Rodney 25
Londergan, Susan 38 Rouse, Beatrice A. 71
Louria, Donald B. 48 Rubin, Elliot L. 76
Luetgert, M. J. 70

San Mateo County, Calif. 9

Maida, Peter R. 10 Sanders, Clinton 36
Malone, Howard 29 Saunders, C. Scott 73
Manheimer, Dean I. 94 Schaps, Eric 36, 76
Matchett, William Foster 54 Scheble, Robert 50
McCain, Minta J. 64 Schmitt, Raymond L. 64
McLeod, Jonnie H. 12 Schrayer, Diane 3

McGrath, John H. 38 Schwartz, Arthur H. 57
Means, Richard K. 66 Siegal, Harey A. 74, 75
Melges, Frederick 59 Slaby, Andrew E. 57
Milman, Doris H. 65 Smith, Brenda B. 30
Milne, L. D. 20 Smith, Jean Paul 62
Minkowski, William L.'. 97 Solursh, Lionel P. 73
Mizner, George L. 67 Stanton, Morris Duncan 91
Mobley, Jack 15 Steffenhagen; Ronald A. 49
Morgan, Donald W. 88 Stewart, Cyrus S. 44
Morse, Stanley J. 7 Streit, Fred 82
Myer, Bernard 90 Stroman, Duane S. 22

Natale, Dan 17 Taintor, Zebulon 59
Nelson, K. Eric 83 Tec, Nechama 47
New England Learning and Tennant, Forrest S., Jr. 80
Research, Inc. 84 Thum, Denise 14, 35

New Hampshire, State of 16 Tinklenberg, Jared 59
Novick, Karen M. 39 Toohey, Jack V. 58

Tucker, Alvin H. 42
Panzarella, Jacob 83

Pearsall, Doris T. 53 Ungerleider, J. Thomas 73
Peterson, Margaret 59 Utah State Board of Education 11
Phillips, Virginia Austin 45

Phoenix Gaze,tte 33 Valenti, Carlo 65

Pilnick, Saul 82 Vener, Arthur M. 44
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Vincent, Murray L.

Wake Forest University
Wechsler, Henry
Weinstock, S. Joseph
Weiss, Robert C.
Weitman, Morris
yerme, Paul H.
Wilson, Robert A.
Winburn, Michael G.
Wine, Richard L.
Wolfson, Edward A.

Zaks, Linda A.
Zanes, Anne
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38

20

79

34, 35
73

97

50

67

30, 37,

52

50

48

39, 53
5, 41
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APPENDIX G

INDEX OF REPORTS

CONTAINING STATISTICAL INFORMATION

-,.,

ON

CHARACTERISTICS OTHER THAN EXTENT OF DRUG ABUSE



Characteristic

Academic success,.adjustment, or aspirations

Age at which drug use started

Alcohol use

Attitudes toward drug use

Attitudes toward parents

Attitudes toward school

Availability of drugs, knowledge of

Career indecision

Communication media, influence of

Delinquent acts, involvement in

Demographic characteristics of regular drug users

Drug education, opinions on

Drug information, knowledge of

Drug information, preferred sources of

Extra-curricular activities, participation in

Health, physical

Health, mental

Legal aspects, knowledge of

Legal aspects, opinions on

Living arrangements

Marital relationships

Parents' educational level

Parents' income/occupational status

Parents' use of alcohol, drugs, or tobacco

Peer groups relationships or influence

Perceptions of the drug scene

Reasons for first taking drugs

-100-

item Nos.

7,8,25,27,28,30,31,32,36,49,
67,82

22,24,27,40,63,84

1,2,4,5,6,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,
15,16,17,18,19,20,23,24,25,26,
27,28,29,30,31,33,34,35,36,38,
42,45,48,50,51,52,58,59,60,61,
71,74,75,76,77,78,79,82,84,89,
90,97,98

3,6,8,10,11,21,22,28,32,79,82,86

10,12,14,22,32,40,42,61,70,82,96

12,13,14,28,82

6,12,23,30,38,40,51,82,84

62

13

30,38

86,87,88

12,14,20,22,27,36

11,12,13,22,24,27,30,36,40,42,
52,71,79,86

6,13,14,23,28,30,36,37,38,40,71

8,25,30,36,38

12,73

12,71,72,73

3,30,52,79,82,86

3,6,13,28,33,36,38,40,49,57,58,
59,63,67

10,12,25,31,43,65,70,82

65

12,28,46,49,67,70,82,84

12,22,28,31,36,38,46,67,70,82

36,43,51,52

12,13,14,22,25,28,30,32,33,36,
38,69,82

13

10,20,30,40,67



Characteristic Item Nos.

Reasons for using drugs 6,20,27,48,51,60,61,67,71,79

Reasons for not using drugs 20,24,28,30,37,40,48,60,67,71

Religious activities, participation in 12,25,28,30,33,57,60,70,71,82

Self-esteem 14,25

Settings in which drugs are used 13,23,40

Tobacco use 5,6,8,9,10,13,14,15,16,17,18,
19,23,24,25,26,27,28,30,33,38,
42,45,48,50,51,52,59,60,61,77,
78,84,89
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